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[Part Iff—S ec 


2 ' J. r . 3* mfepwSR-1 3TR7T *T =^^/38/2006-#^Rft 

omret) Rw 28 gp 2007 * ^ 31 *n4 2oio m ^m%^rra w^tfedfogn w am 

22 '_*s q ’ (H n * +ll *"' y tg ■tfl***^ git amt tr^ng 30 gp 2009 ng> jrctp g^Fn 
jTRira Jim g^t gut at. fot^ its f^trat 28 sffsi 2008 ^ gissR#gftg5^ptt git w? 

gT gf aft W> g 9-;di-i g> witug fair 3tqgt a^q ^ ^ , 

2 £, , „ ^ ^^org gotten 31^2010 git Twragt^t aft rtt gT&gRur % 

ftgigt 31 *mJ 2010 % grf^r. m Wn ** fij % g&s^ spht irrarg tt^t mm g>t 
3of%?m20io?ig>ggitrg^t^RTTgsi^i J J ' 

i 4 ^ ^ g-m7 ^ 3 3fwij wilwg -t^l giggi hr a gg tfrgw.d i 

* ^ ^ >ra g awt%77/2002-f^ f^rtgi 24 wi 2010 % 

qi^ ^^^Ign^^ggtgTOwfeTRl^w^zqwgif^^firgRfejr-fjRn^ 

zl ^ A ^ *!* ^ ** *®"t ^ * TO «n tm gfteg^t git tffom 

^TefT? <tl ^ t3> ^FfFT 3> wiftR ^ U )iqtjj 1H5M4 ( B^qf 

31 . l fi ^7ti ? <Wt^gK.gftsg^^g#TH t < feTOt B 3 TO ; R 2 0 io%grf»g3ro^ 

l!* 11 ! * ' Hl ^ , " q TRntR ^3 ^ *1 g^firi*»w sri fttjfftci sw A gtm?T 

1*rc’’tt.g7dlfimg^gg lR ftgTdigTgW3^ st^ctgnti 


^RT 3Tq^ TTFTF^J 




ct'Mm f^4yuf)- 

» 7n* on ^“ *2* S!" 7 " ’ ,F * 1 ™, WW ,„ M 






[_*FFT Ili^WS 41] 
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(n) 2010-11 % 2013-14 cff & c^?f ^ ^tr mr& w$ 4 3rfaeffi£ 3mrrar ^r 11 

(ill) 2010-11 % 2013-14 cFF 4*# ^ Rn £KT !TSjd cTFTrF % 3FJW 

TH? TFBT ellMcl Roller dllelWI ^TS* 1? 


( t, eTF3t 3) 


RlMx!U| 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

Midland (c^^4) 

46400 

49600 

54600 

61700 

3TRT 

683 90 

731 80 

752 35 

772 80 

^jqR ciid f|Rd UdlHd 
cZRI 

794 51 

849 55 

918 21 

1004 72 

^e4 Pil4 

11U36 

108 41 

108 46 

108 51 

3TR30#3 

240 21 

305 29 

312 43 

300 01 

^ dldl 

(->481 18 

(-) 531 45 

(-)586 75 

(-)640 44 

Midi J4Mlct*1 3I1M % 

W07 43% 

_ 

(-)72 62% 

(-)77 99% 

82 87% 


^T. ^HH': 


^TT 4 3 y^kllftd 4 ^ 14 " f^T ^ #' 

(i) *f <t>c!-W y^’WI qRcitfd rRTI detract 4 ? fet*) U 4 R 

> ^FFlf g^WH ^4 mR<ET 4 ^ y?jc^ 3 Udilfa’d 20% ^1 58% #d 3 # i 

>' ^ji f[-( 3 TrqT^), cFTf^T (Rmfa) dTOT qte *R 3314 ^/^R 7 f 

OTi? ^S^#RlTr U3]e4> 4 90% ^ 195% ?T4> Mild'-H % feT^ ywiq 733 FF fi 

> 3TterR cfcfdH tfdRT 3 50% Titer W'KllRd & I 

^ ch^lcH y7 y-f)ef'-t)^d <4><^*1^ / Ml^dld R^lcT f^bdl Ml4 df? d^I 

- Rejcr wi £> fcl^ frcffTfl I d#d USJdcF MWlfcId # I 

^JST ^ #3 <f>£d7 Wield % fen ^ 4#d y?Je<t> M4dlRl"d tl 

> cficRr 3 t^tt femff smnp? Tmrc 3 m? ^th#^fr w d? wff 

cTH-cI ^rn/^TeTIrnnT efr foT^T #^e?J^f '-Kdv ^ftcT7 TFF 7^id/Mlc;id/M>cf*iV 
THcf/ ^ ftfRft 3RI T^TH/ M'ldlH/^fFfd? <Ft OTlt elFt-el^H M^dlRlci ^ 
Wf <?7 tR WT y^]cd> yWlfcl'd #1 

> 4Uee^# % cf^R ft-clf&'d (^TRT 34 Ml" 4 1) 3> feT 1 ? 5^ F?J * 2000/- tR , TlfcT 

^ 3000/- d41'l TT?Te^F> U ^1 Rid f^»Ml 11 

> ?mr ^ cnftRi % Rn 3 Rif?r ttzwvst'c cFFff eTT^ % f^n ? 8 yfei [<Hdef q>r 

TTcF 47 J m cfTT y^ciTcf T R 5 T # I 

(„) 1 T 5 RUT 5 T 3 TTT 






(iii). Tjfa f^RT: 

tl Hx^-w ^pm: ) tfrfTTg?-^f&rat fcfa) 4 tRrfTftct »l 

^ ** ^ 5mra ' ff % «"f ^ ^ 3 28% * 44% ^ 3 % 

w s. OTt ,?SISU' K *' r 2m " ^ 9 **" *»• * ■»#*w * 

J3S S3 tz% SS3^t2 ffl Jl’S % * ! lf h «*■ 


5.2. 


^^«1sm H^T ^ftfeum - 7 % 3T37TR. SKT 2007 08 £ ,nnq_m 

% ftrcr amrrt % wi*^ fws* m^n iL =rfwTi JsH i * 2009 ‘ 10 



[4FT 111—*4^ 4] 


4K4 44 : 44147141 
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47. 

gRT vJdlkJ 47f 974 

MtcTrftsn^ 474T4 

U). 

2010-11 ft 2013-14 cjqT c10> 4>-sfl4 H^K^l 

fAm ^kt fff 4 f wim f 

ufr^ft f ftRicd ir fewfl 4454 4 f i 

. 

1 

i 

! 

xp>, fi^^ft 4j1 y^d j r^ <H4^ ywici A 

?7Tfaef ffft 4ft 3{T47ft % 4*#4 4 4734 f 44 

4 ftf 44^47 d>k1l^ ffWT 47t 444734 

4ft 45TP? 44 1, 2010-11 ft 2013-14 447 f 44? 
% fe14 #54^ 4747 iff 4f 41dl4ld 4^441 
% 3frffc4 44 4lft47 ^T 4ff4 f 1 d^TTff 

F4 4747 44414 f 37T4R 44 ff*4 f^%4 feujuft 

ft 4774ft f: 

(i) . f^m 4^ 2003-09 44 2009-10 f 3444ft 47t 
544 4Rf 4 ffl4 '47474 44 37^4 mV 44T 
‘3tft^4 4^4’ 4f JFJ4fc*lff 4 2010-11 4* 
2013-14 44> f fff 4fte4^J4lt 4T4T 4?44frf4 
fcfTf 4nf 47ct 4T4T4T4 3£J4 4 344^ fffffn 
4ft Iff uTT 447c[ 44t%, 2010-11 ft 2013-14 
447 f 3447% 2009-10 ft 44fe 3447ft 44 fff? 

f 1 

(ii) 47ff4744 4f ff 44 ft^4^ft 4> 5TC4T4 A 

■'344144 4T4 44? (3T4?4 2010-11 4 2013-14 447) 
ft 374tf f fflf 4^4 37747^7 344 477444 444 
444 f 4Id 14Id fcT4FT 47 44^4 3447ft A 
fAwifA {3T44) 44cf? f 1 34444 f ^ 13 

44 2010-11 ft 4R4 ftf ^4 2013-14 447 f 
lff*F4 44? f fe4? ‘4741447 (tt^l AV ftf f 
444 ff 4% 3447% 4744 46 400. 49600. 

54600 & 61700 ff?47f fct fl 42T7ff, A'df 

^74T ?4t 44PT 4% ff 44 3TT47ft f 
7747 344 ft4 ?4t 3J47T4 f : 20845, 23728, 26396 
44 28674 ft{4tf? “4f ^4” 37147% f) ft 
2010-11 ft 474*7 ft% ^7 2013-14 447 f 44?47 
37^4%? 4ft f fftf f 1 ?4tf 3747747, 4? 444 
4ft 1 f 44474 f ^ 13 77 44^4 37747f 
{4744 4lc4Ttel) ft^ f 47 7^7 {ff4tf 

ff44 ft 4tfa4 fff)l4??474447t4474W7f 
t% 2010-11 ft 37744 ftf 4tfr 4 3^4>lfo47 44 
7744 44t f fff 4ft44c^4ft f 4747474 4sftft 
f 474 f, 3744t4c47 37tc^ft f ft4 f ^4 44 
R)4T4 fchdl 47147 f 1 

(in) 4B ff*TT4 fteTjft 4747 4f 

fccft) 4f ff 44 374474 f 44^4 37747ft % 447 
734% {TffeeeTjft f) 4^ 471447 4774te74 4T47 
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BlEES?g,-ll 


^ IvOTO) 27 vi'icj^ 2011 3> 3 ?o 4 tfof 

tfcfo) % mum ^ <ftbott qm rjttt ^rt 

07 W# ferq^mr OT^d OR# 
3 TTV)m Hdldl |t f#> TFT 

^TTWt Ft efl.T^Jt # ftdtRd ^*irH irTvrO^ 
^T%eT d^t OR ORTT fad^T fepr g;^ 


^ 3F3>ftj # fa # (^TTOO) Offd gj^ 

dRfrf#d> fef# 3#7 mrf\ femuft oftjct ooh 


^T^rfl OTTO ^TFT W OJTTPnW tO*FFT (TTTtfejO>fir 

fprm) o# fj1%rt fa? 07 fa <frg f^n 

00 dftf#70 OdT# ^3RH5t t / tr go? 

d?t OR FTOOTTI 

(tv) cftOWft 05 s ! *0 tjxt Tfte^Tf) % j^TTO ^ 
Tfl'Scc’^rft # ^ FT - v - FiOc-cfl / VM70 OFT (i) 
^ ^ 7>0 #’ 0 > 3T?Ffa ‘dl d l O l d 0 «tguT 
I crnr oyito £, T^f 2010-11 ^ 50^0 bo 

Ol^ipfq, OT7 dof # Ft Dc#0> & / 

^ fr ofTORR ^ f#0T7 ^ fo# tj^ 
^ |cr> "’ v * r ^ > OFtTTO % ^ - 13 OF, 00? ^ 
^ ‘^nclloicl (^7p’ tM 0> 3T?r% TjfrRT 
_ d laid id onWl (Pafftp) # g jHdT #1 

* ^ftls^^t TOI^ ip QldUnV go Tj^o 3^ 

7 ft<bM 77T #| Ttfeo^Fft # OfTTtO HdTdT $ fa 

* ^^yT7TJ81 („) 00 Of^OTHO 0 
T OR OFt 0>T7"I 0 (TfteORjTft) ^ T iKcf l ^ 

^3 C ' OrO 4 OFTOkO 7% 1 ? I # OTF 77 J 

' ^ OTffe (3 8 1)‘ 0> cpt % OTcFfd 

3TRft ? f^RTOO 37aJ OF POcTT |7 f^ ^7 0T7T3TI 00 
[ 3r 3 1 ^ |r ' 1 ' 1 ^Tdl TOO Tfrgicr^fft 00 BT%0 #| 

0^ %0^ # OB HOOT t fi 7fg ^ ^ ^tfta ^ 
OB 3T0HI 0>F?n t fc m o^ bo 

^ 3TIOTO 07 ^0 ^07 
#W7 T OFt 0 HT^ % fo* cOTOR HOO 07 
^ ^ 571 0007 00 00 ^ orooro 

^ t ^TT fciftcfl 7t JTO?IT f^> OB TT^ft 
^OOtOOOTtaTl 07 0O% TT'jft O^OTt Ol^TTO 
f^TcT 3FO TftWOTT % OF) 0^ H'kl 7^^BRfl_ 
T 7T l t <Ft OftOTD 0% OOOOTO OOTOl 
?7Tc^ 3THT0T, MfcioiRidl omilRd ^INlRo» " 

^1^00 ^ R TO ^ Hf%0T7toT BTHIOT 
OTOOFfrq 

7fl~s«cv^| ^ 3^5TT ^ % OB <71(017 00 00 17- 
^7 OR ofrlcf HFTrT 07 ^OT7 OOTO 07 RTW 

TRth ?70Tf^ 0 > OTRJO ^ ooofte) BtRtH 0 >t| 

?7I TTOO 3 01777 XII i(4t) 70 (Tft) OTTTfOOT %\ 

^HTOT, V^iviHcO 4 0^4) cl> fiTo OTTO 07 
HTTTO HOFT 0> OHIO 3F0 7ftVO)^71 0)f OHOT ^ 
^^^TftvOORT, OTTO ^01 0> RfORTTO Bt^ 

Off f^-Tfa 00 TT^OOfO ORO ^0 0 TtOTOlf 00 
4 7^17 WFF 7 3#7 of^Td HTOO 07 TfOTV 







[ nrn in —4] 


rtcfi rh wt? • areniTT'Ji 


cn^R {vTT'^if)) q>) tiKi 3 8 1 RIRrRITT 

t fq> #C«cR£?ft cTTF^R RTfOfc gRT 
tilled f<bd RTT^ RT<^ <4>H % 36% % 

q^t rk<T! ^rt i ■%, 3TRd rr 

20 fvRRR 2010 ^ fenjuft Rixld I|R, 

FFRfa forrT t fcp RR mR<^cH RT^ Fir 

cfv^nT cf> 36% cTcf> FtdT dll^; cRJT (vdtH) 
dRfRR W RRcFT 10 3 k'H'-M RR 
qf^FcFT Rt ^R cp^l^ RR f^RT $ I 3JR 

4><M RR eTRT 6RTTt M fterfa r^i % 

^4)^ RR TRJ^t RR fcfxTT (cfrRcT) ^ ^R 
cr-^’iy ^7 f^TT vjfPTT Rll-ssc^-dl gTR \3'ti«b 

faro rrjcR7 srctr wniten rr cm^i4 R^ 
wi 3 t^rr f^q rr rriRr ^ srjrir 
nun £l ^RTT ijfe ^ % RRRM RR RltRicFT 
RR ^R R^^ R^ 3*W ^TPTrT fR R7TRT 

qH^cfl RTRRTdl 3FpFRR ^ $1 $ 


wm&i wm rr 

rrm 


vTT^T3F1 Rdt^lR «TCT 5 1 (v) R> RTfHR *R §R 
R^dylRR fi TFR^I nwJ FT^fl RTT 4l\"F'!d 
rt RR ^r 410 RT ■y i efl fch4 rr 410 i (y<w 
c fcrtI rr yp-ic^n r 41 FPfi ti 


(m) 


tect 3TTFRT A 2007-08 rT2JT 2008-09 ^ RFfcj7 
r4 <& feTR #f^^-#rr>rrt ¥t strrt 120000 

^4^ uTrlcj^ rmT qrfr 2009-10 ^ feTR 140280 
Rtf (WlfcT FTTT tflftm jptf chH ^ 

36% RR) tf? RcTR RR ftfRTC qft ejti 
^chl^, S77T cj^RM 5R?TTcJ ^ 2008-09 

^ 2013-14 ?ra> ci5 ^ lerq #3^3# 
f^lR»d ^FTcTT 51600 V*t€\ qrf^f> <F TtT? tR #| 
gtoaft cjj- crsn 3rf^ ^cqi^^fn 
yrRt ST7T 2008- 

09 "H 2013-14 fcl^ Piyite yfr^qiTJ’yT q^t 
enmT RRRTncTcn m ^nr^n ^tq> f^wuft 
q^rq^i 


5^?ri ^7 irtr 4i q c& ^iii 7 

4 (cft's'^H'-ft ^ qTRT -RR ^) ^f^Hferj 31WTt % 
d-H'4q q^ ^TT^dtq q'ftii^M ^Rcrsq fcjRJT 
%, (^RTtcRT:) 2008-09 ^ 2013-14 ciq> qnl q> 
tcTR ^Zc=q# ST7T PiyiRd yfluLhOR q?T ^FRTT 
R7 TT^|q> fc^LMU^ n^FT qRRT cFf^R tl cRTlft 

^fclfed ^ n4 ^ 

( I ) ‘fR0^ HT^TT ^ ^ 

q^l fiFFTcTT* ^Rqq 31^ RRT # # ^> R 

m F^r ‘f^rera 3TT^?T’ ?1«q qq 3l4 q'dfdl W 

t 3fir q ^fqfltt -qq ^r qera ^ qrif 
■^Rdl / <yd(4q RR?[ff ffhdl RRT F I 

(II) 2008-09 ^ qlV Id qq^Tcfl MrH ^lld d 

137619 ttfy dldlilld RFftcR ffcm $\ 

R 2008-09 % IcTR 140280 
{wifa<T>X u l d> Rd f«^ iv q>t qfcffT TRSqr 3 R7 
qf^fcT) RF Rbtl 3TFTR R7 ftTRR fed! RT RTRT 

ft?RT t, Fd qRRR^ ^1 

(ill) F^7 dTeTTRI RF RFC £ fF 

TftRRFRI q>t STRFT RR RR 2007-08 ^ fefR 

120000 31^ 2008-09 ^ IcTR 140280 

RF fcbd 3TRIR RT did I FRO %\ 

(iv) a>| Sd| RRRitcTq ^1 

3TRR TfTRRn^R STRdl 52550 


(iv) 
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(v) 


---.^, lvU vi |FART IiI__SEC. 4] 

sfrvi t tftW'H-l fc*J 51600 citl^afa 
^ % feTXT 950 ^T^c4l WT ^IRT ^ 

^amidJ^TPT sft, 7J? 3Rq^T t % 

^ 3?^ eft JfPTcTT 51600 Tnft^ 

3ntrR f^Rr fi 

(V) *15 lira 5ft we # % 3fom.ij.tf sron ^ 
51600 ^T 3ffcf^T (t^j ^(ft ^ 

5^M ^ ^Tifin imr #) ^of afq, arorr # Til-fit 

fijittjj;^«fifcn#i 


cHmih NqxNiql *1 aldUjRrt 2008-09 2008- 

10 cptf ^T«iRcfj 2010-11 % 2013- 

14 cT3> %> <ri\ ^ fcH? ufrfM^cT 3fj%^ 

5m ^TcTH f^r ^ 

T^J % #. eTT/qtft % Ul^IPf! % Tpftcfr i 

cfj^f | 

^ ^ ^1'61'f 01.01.2009 ^ 

srfrT <pf ^ ^ for ? 
89 40 t 1 GIFT % eTT. ijft ETRT 5 2 (iii) % 

ar^OTEirc ^ 5ng*fa ige^ 3 nfa <rf 5* 
^ft cffr ^mrft cWT Wirne * 

Inq^ll "eff^^'dqidl C^t 7J? tcFj^q 

^ ST , ^pfim ai|#ii qj, 

^ imTeFT eTFRT ^ fc^ . ( vii ) ^ 

TO - 7 3 5^ t?i 37^ 2007-08, 

2008^9, ^2008-IQ c]^ % fell* '5 T TcTFf rpr 


7. 


r^ < W ^ T l q l^^ li?> 05 ^ 2011 ^ 3>i«cU W? ^im % Tjftro ^ 3 TT ^J | I^ td 
l=rai^ 4 emi / ws-nsft / Pnmt % sw* 


iU * M. SJSjt?'—* •* **«*• 

sssissrsaw- ” ^ % ^-vwsss's 

SKS^^SK^5«*%^&^'-r 

8 2 _, % jr^ 3raf%cr jmrra smm ton # cmr ^ ^ ft™ 91 _ onil v 

^T FRlt TJcJ f^TRT 21 HT4 2011 % *TIS2R % t^t w ^ jw a v 

<mr vjf%RT 5>T*m& % ft? I 

r^ ! HHSr 5 SS^% 

^^asKSS? 52 £s rt ^ " * * 



['‘TFT III—TsPJS 4] 




5, wrt^t _ 

\)~~ dd> viYs^r^ft 3>t 
yyjc^ F ^tertsTT teft te 
2010-11 dnfaRFT dHIHI Rt 

itftpf dlcM T^cFIvhdc 5T7T 
y HlRld 9lP$<t> cRST ^ 
c^l'lTi ^Tcr sn^TSt f^TeFT 
cfR^ ^TJ, te 2010-11 
q I \»-ci fc) ci> 3 h | cf> ssl g TTT 

eTFTcT fecRfadt <Ft ^TcFT 
gfa dlcf4 ^ited gT?T 
yniRid tpt 2010-11 % 

cllf^cF eF3T <f>\ nfe 
3fefte teh dfe 3TFmcF 
eft, 3T^cFft tef % foP? 
d2JT, 2010-12 ^ 2013-14 
dcfT % 3FJdTdt «J>T 
ijHTTdcteTd RbdT ^l<4 3te 
Zffe rm ^Tcft y'djd 
Rb*} ^ste 9iel <riR^iRlcpl "^P 
^ cTcTcM A\ Rbdf 

wui 


(2) \^\ 


vfKcT TFSFre : 3TOTWFT1 


gRT SH^d v3tT? Cf? 

ch4l<^ cP fc*««Tl 


cfe ^2IT U't^cl. Rlu>ef 
cm! $ TBeHtTcT tete? fate 
t, ^ srcdd 1 
tffeec^ <FT FTft ^ 
fedFF 26 ted? 2010 3 
Wbci'OT $ TTcTTl? ^ fcp 
ctf 2007-08 $ 2009-10 cRP 
% qiRcp cR3T / 

fafr£ ter ten s?t vjm^ 
3,ndy->jchriT % RlM'Tlci. 


11 ^FTFcT x£cf>T t cTaTT 
clI'klRpF SfRfFgt 

^TFTT #1 fa?^ W® ^Td 
rT tzrFf te Rp tete 
3te cr^t te aiRiH^M 
^ A 3Tatfd cPd-te^f 
eR3T d^TT ^FFT dd te 
3lfrR TTFf R ^7? 
3Tfec?> ?THd 3-4 dTl? FFT 
TdpR 11 ^rfeT7. te 
2010-11 cf>| dtei 
irteted gKT fated 

51 HI Rid Hlf^cF RR3T 

y^d cfSTdT 6 hR fad 
?Tdd d ?tl $dfad. 
H4eFd ulMcM'fl ^ 
3T1tTR TK ^T ^ ^ 

3FJHH 3tK 2011-12 ^F 
2013-14 cFF ^ ^f ^ 
5fr^cRFT TTT^d Rpq ^ 
*1 

TTfTT TJFvRI RR4T 

t Rp 

tjRr: cp 3mrR Rp^t 
feFM t ^ 
if) 3T1W rTTTR 

cfRcft i zfa ^'tHfcfq 
I[T?T 

cRt dHIcuT 
cFjvSelT TTfH-'iTi'sIHJ^'d % 
cTT'H TTcj- ^iRf RR3T cm 

RihW d^n y^fcT n^ 
aljti d^T 

eRm fMR nn tRw md 
TTTjyi tl danRl. 

infers fate fedte 
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^I'Scll TcI^FT TOjcT 

gRT TORto ^ tofT 

fcrf^cRT jthiPici cn*to% ifh t ^ anto 

mtu. fto<?> 4 fern* «n?n wto to tor 

2010 % tot *T5T %*TTEqTf ^mpTTI 
^ to ftoi totor ^ 
ftto n^TT ?JeFT ^T5T toT 
*i^l T rm 1?i Vfl'S^ 
f^n ^TRTT % 

2007-08 ^ 2009-10 TO ^ 
to<*> ^ % fcP7 cPTScTT 
tocT 

ftto n c 4T g?pT iT3T % ^rm 
tost cp 

nrfto eRar toto to i 


ePt 2008-09 ?TOT 2009-10 
% qql cfr foR T^ft^nT 
etl J ici fcIq^uTl A ^tonf^TT 
TOPRT to I An 5WR ^ 
toprr ?TOT ^ 2008- 
09 ^ Te*Jgm, to«<^ 

^nt toto to % to 
IJP^cT crw-tor to^i A 
torfton ntocto A to 
"to 7TIcl j?l ^RTT 3Rcfto 

% #n ftftom ^ n>t 
to i 


net ^Hi 




KrtlirHixi 


(li) 2005 % U?Jen> 

3EjntT nto % ton tot ‘<3W?W tfr 

m^TTOrTT % toto> Tto 3TJEJR W SRtto 

^ #tt toili tot £i ftto to to 

^nronr nn A> ton nwto nft 

Mto sreje^ to 3 toictt eooo €fp{ 

tototoftoro ^tom wfeTHie neffer nR'to 


^ *i^l n> em i 






['in HI—4] 





UTHFTRT __ 


cm HRT 3.8 
(n)(^t) 3FJSPJ 3R<ft t % 
d T S ' ^ 'H £TR<P cpI ch^R 
Sdlc TR sTRT M^f^TcT ^f^RT 
cZTTTR ^ 36% ^ WtWZ 

cm ,j iK<m mm ^r#^i 

cTT^^m ^ ^Pf THWd ^ 
qcpTcJcT 2^ ^ 3T?T ^ 

fcfcrMt m TPT5T 3 3TTcTT £ 
fcp crt 2008-09 cT^TT 

2oo9-io m fei^ mmtm ^ 

cUH rfm 

36% m ft&m 
i\U<£\4 qgc: R f^TR 
fcFm w cT^n 2010-11 m 

2013-14 ?PP <P cptf cp fcR 

TTTTmtm m jfrsTERH 
4<jcleft ImucT 

^ R 10% m ^ 

m hto l^n ’Ri ^i ^ 


(g>) mtm h om m 

fRTTcp W/m/1144/60 
l^^ilcp 20 feTfR 2010 <f> 
crlRq (Rl cpt 

f^TPP 27 fcH«R 2010 <$ 

m % Him m ^RT 
HHI 2TT) 2008-09 

2009- 10 ^ lei's UFf^RT 

cJtR M fpHTT. 

137619 ifTf^PRn 146777 

mt^cT ftniT m\ 

2010- 11 m 2013-14 ePP <f> 

f^ eh mm ^rt <pi 
mm 

160000 170000 

-ftpl 175000 mtq 3fi7 



(<j>) zmfrm srt m 

2009- 10 <f> feR d^TT 

2010- 11 m 2013-14 

HR cp Rtf <P feP? 

j\n gmmm 

m mn viMci«4 t? 

ctsjt $fifcR 
x^hmI R 
i^Tj T^ tl cT^nm, 
f^rm tf 
«Rerm. tor m an sfr? 
7T?ftf^cT ^-2^ tf WT 
^rt mm r m^teRHi m 

HQell'4 fchiii Miff 1? I 


UK, chU'cfT RFT RTRf 
gQ<hfoid CT8TT 
TT?trte MiaiMm 

yt^Wd <f* fen? 

chTSen 

^rt 3^*1 

fazj] Tpjf SJTl 3Tcm. 

RT W feP 

HRP ifRf d9ef^T 

t\ i ^ 

cp T ^e n Wf RIRT 1RT 

muguft m-deR 


cpi 71? OTI 

iip si'fT 

■qicll-UM ^ mmeRPT 

Htm m m. (^) 

Tp^ ^ c^iiRp 

ii i h i iiiH m Jic^R cm 
mpRTT RT?7pfR jJRT 
c^t Rim nrf^, ftp 
Him 

Rirpti cRpm. mpdem 

2010-11 <m ^iMiRd 

m «tk mrnmt ^rt 

mrm?r MidiMid m 
wieM ^ ti 
mrm cf^ 

3Tpemr 
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192000 ZTpl 

^1 vTlvicrc fftrq qq 
^cT ‘^cRT qq 36% 

49543 52840 

57600 61200 

€t^ 63000 dan 

69120 qR'lftld ^tcTT 

%\ 

ftt^TJTft £NT 2008-09 
d^TT 2009-10 ft? to 37151 
dan 41365 TY 

^tih jikcH* 

?£Jd dan 2010-11 ft 2013- 
14 d<J? % dftf ft? to 
f^dST: 45500 55055 

cTljj^ d®n 60560 MX 
3^mPrd ^hv41cH, ftnfr^ 
EJT7T Nlf^d <J>cT $^qx-| % 
3T1ST17 T7 hR 0Pin TproftcH 
ft 4 d£) Xslldl I 


(73) fwft ITCJcct? * 
ft? ,tod ’ft, Tffe^Tft 
£NT qdfttet cfrT uftfreH 
^RT <jft 

fttfftd f^T ^ftcRT fttoft 
TT ton ndT an dan, 
ftft frq 4?<to ft* d£f ani 
?7T «TR gTTT 

ftto nft q f to fcT 1ft> 
qft ^ fttoft T7 

cMT TRTc€) q? 
Rid iv ton ^tptt toRft 
s[R d^Tftf y^Je^ ftfttdd 
TFFdTq TT chl4c||^ ft> 
told Tft^c^ft g"RT 
3T^Rd T^rRf ^ 3FJdXU| 

ft d€t#i gtonft fft? 

^4)41 g"RT dtto ^q 
fttoft 3TTETTT 



2010 ft TT^cT 
aftl cRTTf^r. 


, 3TdI s^d 

tonft I grrrr ^jd -2011 


2010- 11 dft TFfrf^T ft? tod TRTJd fftdMt 

dft 2010-11 ft? dft ftd \jr|'tf I Mi’ll df! 

^*RPT dTTdd ft JJ^Rdd dqdntl 
illdinid ft? 3lto£, 

UoMlRld did fft$P»T 
dan Hffrr dft 

2011- 12 dan 2012-13 
nft ft? fcik; sfpftnTT fftnj 
dd 3ftcf^ ft fft?to 
fttod ton #1 
fttw^ft ft? to 
anqsqq? # fft? n§ qft 

2010- 11 % tod 

Hlft^TcT dRdto? 

3ltost ft? 3H^TR q? 

3mft iRdm ft aft? 

3rto yfdm nft dan 

2011- 12 dan 2012-13 

9*4 ft? feR cpi'Sdl 
wr ndtor 

dF4Td#T fttond %> 
ftd 3TTEIR qr 3iqft 
UTdFI ft 


qRchcH 4>41cf) gTTT 
NlfftcT 3>eT ^fftcRT 
cp^fft y? ton ^iMi 
*ntoi danfft, TRidfl 

ftjdcT w f?f^cici ^el 

qtorft %> mm nr 
ftn ton xi 4^1 ft, 
ntot ft, 
Tft^^jftt qft toft 
FR || -v3M^4d tofft 

4>4)cfl ^5 77 m f^ft nq 

dlTfftTF qfttftd ft? Tftjft 
3Tftnidd ft %\ 









[<m ni—^5 4] 


wr : araisiTRt 


13 



TR Rdklkt cf5T mtt^fK^T 
ed^kRT % UTgEfFTt 

% Hdlfelcb €Y #1 





(Tf) ^fk ck 2010-11 
^TWT 4HHlRcT % gkk t, 
cR 2010-n % sVi-t 

gRT UtfRdd 

dlWReb 4>C^ 

(RR3d) gdd f^TT ^TT 
>HchrtT t fl'^l end'd fqqx«fl 

A 3dkk cil'wRlchl 

% 3P7 gR amcPT fkk 
RTRTgk tl 

(7T) gk 2010-11 A 

gRT y^RdcT giwRicb" 
<jRcRT % 3TTgR 

gR gggfRf 3TTcpk fcoicl 

^g kkrkn wra 

f^Rkf (5-^ W^tl 

(T[) chided MVH' '’til'd 

gm chi^di tea 

(kkd^w-i ) k 3ik 
fd^ crci kfn? ill 4 k 
glRT ck 7k % 

31^TR g4 2010-11 % 
, dl'5<<^'d1 gRT 
y^Rdd fkeRcT ■‘JcT 
^kcRT (7R 

+ fkm) 25446 €&1 

ti 

ktcnfnRT-ll [#l 

/(TFTR)] RTgk^T 

% gpR k 
gk t, ^kRtr 
kkdRRf-H ^ OTTcRS 
?nfkcT gRk ^ 
'dejl^TeT kkt^l gd 
>5nx3 gR fkgR dtl 

fkgr rftt ^uft^i 

kfeec^k gRT gR^cl 
42,876 kk% % 
illdldTd % 3ffJkt k 
kklkr % 3TRM 3T^T 
ktk k hr fkg 7R 

/ kv T fk? 7R cfT^TR 

kt?kker ti 

(ii) 

cR 2007-08 ?RTT 2008-09 
% feT's gfkd gmmra 
OT?T: 72853 €\$?l cTSJT 
62855 €&l tl gk 2009- 

io k> f^n? A 

M^RdcT 'Midland f*RgR 
48131 tt ^RTIi gk 

2010-11 % fen? 'Mldmid 
gdR 3TkcF kRgR 46400 
cTcp RRge fkm w 
t 2011-12 k kgR 

2012-13 rTcf> % 3RpJcft gR 
% feH? ftfk^ gR 

% Opj'H 1 Pid ii Idlijld gR 

7%, 10%, d2g 13% gk ff^ 
RRge: gk tR ti kkkt k 
«icli41 t kfrgT 2JT fk f^PTcT 

ggf A cbolcTl % ^TeT 

gldldld t *fl<s«e^kt cf5T 
3RTgTg gRT ttcTT T?T 

t 1 gk 2007-08 2008- 

09. k gggk gR^g A 

iiicimid y^Rxid f^TT ¥n 
% ifldl^Td t 
H6cy*^ u 1 4dd gg gR 

gk 2009-10 A '{fl'Sec^k 
gRT 4|!^dcJ 3 yfttcia 
'Mldl'Mirf t ■3Tef T T-3ToT T T 
0Kik k Mdd ^STT t, 
fkff cfjT fRg> ktk fkgT 
7RTT t: 

(gj) ^i^seil/TTkkW t 
Rkt / ^ii^Pich kg 
gRT gkkr ktgggRr ggrg 
gg t, krktt 

cmVleiK 3mkl 3TR 

Rfergi, kt 
gkgggRT gR cillMR A 

R“RMd gg gR^I ggRR 

m kRR ggfk^T 
gkkg gk ?tR 

3iPicii4dTg 7 kf 

T?T 11 

grt^TT g57 311*11- 

RHT 

% tkT ^ift^ 

\3RT % 3TRTgT TPft 
311'Mlfcld' cf?T 

3JWT A\ kk«c^ 

kk ti 

kktk A kk liMl 
y^d dk ^ t 
kmcm 3?k t kkrk 
kf FHR7 RR5 
'klchlx! ti 
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uiLtiiav:! 


?tt ttfej A eft Rtfitf) cfsnft, 

cp14cii^| f^cRnT ^ i 


FTTT mcT ■fFRT 

2009- 10 A U^fkld 48131 

Fldldld cT^TT 

2010- 11 4 efa>T 2013-14 


cRThm, FfH dig^TT 
F>t ^IdT cpj 

3^MtcH A 

STTFRtcTT ^Idl TFT 'll 
FTT^ It 'rfl^ec^l 
«t»l4«l'K A FTFT Ft TFT 

ll 

(F). ^'PVJ'd-c^ivScM I 

F^FTT Fj^FT A> 

Fldldld A 3T^ten % 

3T-JTTTT <|fc Fit ^ % 

<nAVb stH^kr ft£ft 
F tcft Fl *jsTT 3?TT ft^MclIvd 
FTTFt F>t 3ltT l it'Sl -317 
TFT I I TJFT 3frr ftWvJ 
FT (illdldld %) mRh i u I 

A J^JFT I 

\j|«lfch cTF 4 
2007 A> <b^< FFTcTF 
TTCFTT FRT F>tI 3 
3TTTW TFT ll FF^TT 
ftsicT Tft 'See^'^t-TtK; ^ ^ 
FTTT TJF^t^t 3TTF>FT ^TT 
F FR mA % fcTTJ ^psJJ 
<t>K u il A % FF It FF> 
%\ 

fa) Rr4t Tftvj^V'd 

TTFTcFF chK^K 

FTTFUcT FFtI A> fcF[ 
^TFTTT Fidel Fl 
UTFTFF STFTF FR T% ll 
F^jRFT TTFF % TTFT 
F<? Tit dMId % FFTR 
TftF^JTtt FF cTTF-3TFT 
(FTf^F) TmtFFRl 
^%Ft <Ft 
FF>7T% FcTTTFF 5TFTF 
F?tI cfr feFT 3FprfcT Fit 
£ TFT 11 







I'm in—* sF3 4] 


•PT77^ TTHT^ : 3|«|t|KU| 


cTcf> 0> tcTO illcH^llcf 
g^cl ?pf, Wfm: 46400 ^ 0>t 

€rt?l 49600 €&l 54600 ORTt WTTOTcT 

cRfl 61700 <5 gft^FT Tf QTT^Wt 

RT^Wft ^ UTOFft % <£[ ^ tl 

h ciift cr> cb^lcfl ghTI 

ar ^Hfte fR 

Illdlilld R tefftcT 

^ WRR WIT tl 

WT^r ctf ?JcRTT A WTR 

dldMlclMV ytulcfWT fcR 

tet on 


cbte) t^m RRR OT5 / 
W-falTR f^GTcr teft te 
cTOI WT ftecT 3T^r teft 

mi tete ^tetei 

/tete cfr feR fF.tf. 8 

cfSTT 9 R Rf7 *i41*T 'ET?Jc<f> 

w Rom Rsrr an i 
wM 12 R tftwrRT Ri 


% fcT^T ^ nWT RJcOl 
R-dite 11 ch4)€] A SFFT 
w A ^ TJ3WT 2JT fA> 
#RRRT W ^T % «frn 
/ Rod tete tPl 

telkj viMdQcJ 0>te ^ 


RJoO> Wt dl^’A'TT yift^cT 
on \dctitid !? wit i 
RFT te ^rm UWT O^dl 

ten ti ten r 
f^-iicf? 27 Rotet 2011 % 

3TRt W % M ^ 
ShTI R-c^d 
^*>!U| O^R *R <pt 
Witte OROT te cFTcTTI 

^sg^rfi ^ teRT 3T^te 
t te elte^f tete % 
uFitet wm A tefrft 
te Ritent te r& wit 
ftete: wlte te 


OTT^RT 3RT fte ter? 


% war w«i *Jst n 


Alldlilld *f 0> WT 
^Ef filter RTFTt £RT 
tJOT 3 WIT 
3Ttwtrt ter> writer 
"tew RS cTOT oteR 
ten unr ate 

^t) feR 3T^7ta f^R 'jTT 
|l I OTteTT ya ^51 % 
«ftrl ItecT ^>U> OTRTWtr 
^ fcR teR 

STTOWfT Kt dcncl t cTSTT 


Wjte tp? or OT 

3TTWRT % fte teR 
te ^ at cTor tew 

\J5T^t /ttt'jj RT ^ I 
cznaR rwt cfft Rtei 
ter eopt ^ Tte ^r 
^jteT te rjcf? cTRTT 
y^cor w wt ^ 

?Tlte OR^ fed's 
5Rena ROT WIT tl RRT 

^tt wt t % w ^ter, 
tefr to 

^ tef 

an viedtm *i^l artet i 
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HWN cm ^sil i|i vJ^fcp 3TRTTNT 

r^cfRcTT^f ^mT3Tf cm (cjcbl'H X&> 
TIWT i %. fyRTcpT 

cpt FtmT cT^TT 

TF cfrg'll T TeTrT ^ fcfr gF 
Hsll MvM cpt KF1 

mF 3 
^rm f^» ^T*ft TRon! 

% Tfcfrcq 1%cT efr 


12 TT UWlftm 5RJe«P A 
TTgf^m TRTFIlcT 

miftd # efr ^ 2011-12 ^ 

2013-14 % TTgRlm 

3TTT m^rr mm y^cRH % 
Trm-TTRT ^ 3iem £ 

gmtmr mwi 



m Tefm mm ^ 

mTejm T^T gTel w£^w 
■CTTcfRTTcT TTlf^RT # ggt 
fa TF FFT^FT fomDmm 
# % FTf cm eTT'H 
mtFdT ^ ^ cjh 

f^RT fif^cT ift cfjTf f?Fl 
^ 31IHId4)1 / RmWi 
gTTT \J6WI d I kR I1 

mm femR f^m mm 
fa mF Fjf^TETT emFen 
MrM m m t 7'Hl<Nll3ft m 


‘Rfm mm iiidi-yid mt? leujutt 
sfl^eWM 3 mffa ttmrn mm £ 
m?jem mg ^ mmRim 
mSmr rnimrarm ift 
rniftm t....’ Fm grmr 
mm 3 t 4 mm # 3romT 
FTf % gRT 
mm 3mten mrmff mF 
Tm^mrm fgm « 
m%k[i mfc 

h4)h Hid 

3mteTT gRTft # Tt 

mmm «tfkr fmm 


(m) ^mm tm 

2010-11 % TTT2I mm 2007- 

OS t* 2009 m o mm 

Rrmm % f^m 

fchd mm Hum Rim mdimici, 
■Trim 3fR mm A ff% 
^ ijgr mm 
mftfrmH torn 3 pm Rt^fr 
hi 4 m 4)m qRxjieh m 
feTg TFt^mrn Rm-T) smm? 
cm m^Hx: mrnrmm mrftm 
mft ti mft mfteT # mfr. 
um^m tR m femj mR mem 


ggT 3fk mftftmm Rmr 
3rm RmrR m^ m #g 


milHd mm F mrnt % 
mmtm m^ 3fm, 


chihu mmm mm m #rrm 
ggrm m^ ^i 




mm #i 


m ^ ^h41cfl cRi mm mm 















[*TF1 111—73*5 4] 


*TR3 TT3m : 3TOTOR*T 



q4 cfj^m wr 4 

UTtff ^ qi^ricra? qidKIld 

q^ITT: 39707 

25083 4 4^T q£[ 

^RTT 4l 2010-11 4 2013- 
14 dd> % 4> feR 

^biftcf r 4^ qq % 4epqq> 4 

qrrfq qq q id mid yt^cRTd 

4t, qft cfjf^rf WT 4 

gTTT yxdd 

xl-Jddl qr 3TT?TTf^d 4 cl^n 

y^ctp y^irn % elHld 

fcicRf^rat % M'jWsidT 4 
4ef F4t ^T t 4 4l qidmid 

% 3lT0'Sl "4 3TdT % fefq 
chWui «TcTRTT WRTI 
d l ddto ftajfcT 4t TjfxTd 
q4 vJI'I'q I 


(2) I are<TT: 


tIT c^cKlf+)d 

MdcH 4> 3TTcf5^ ailfdd 

4l 

44 cb£d4 cPT II^WH 41 
qrT TT?t 4 '^4 cht^eTT 

qTR cp^t di?t \Jiicf % ylcd) 
cpissci i yrtd fifr’q "4 f^TF 

»Wfl qf^rr q4 qr 
f4>rft ^ / 

4?<^d^ qr4 q4 utt4 4i 

fTT ^Td q4 £ZIFT 4 TT3T 
"'oil’s f4> 6dR MlTT 

RlRdd HHelt 4 4^-f4 
qq cb^cTl qRrrr % 
^crc^Tl/Rcra <4cldT yi^ 

dq> 3ftT 4 3TPTT 

villdT 4l §41 c|vH6 4 
ydtjcp-^l^y^TT fiKI 

friftft q4 5T^cT 3tfqq4 
4> dSJT f4qMt 4 

FdTt gTTT feR qq 
3 iT 4>^1 % 41d ■siax 41 



yj^ed? uwiq 4 (qq 4. 


Rdiq> 17.05.2004) q4 
2004-05. 2005-06 d^TT 

2006-07 4> fcTq PttjR u f q4 
q^- arf^chteqd ST^dT 
?FTJT5T: 60000 90000 

dSTT 120000 

ufcra4 % Tdr qr 4ti 
f4n4r qnqq> 3 tt4?t, 4n 


gTTT ^T TFT 4 
3?atfd 4>£qr 4t 

cpi'Sell qtTd SKI 

q^ f4q] q-q 4 
qr^ ^4^4 qRrrr 
3TSTqT 3TRT 4tqq7TTT / 

cp^nx dr4 q4 qn t4 
#i 4tF^4t 4 4^M 
4> fed4 FTT ycPK q4 
^Mcpr>4 q^d 414 4> 
qrc 41 
4Tqq^rr % f4q 

cf^R dldmid 

yl^^id 4qT / qr 

f^Tiroft 0*1 <K 1 cpxil 

4qq 4qni 


44 f4d arqdT 4ll^<p 
^ 3TMR qr e4 q^ 4 q 
% 3rmTT qr 
4rn gm Tm?n 

qn TFT 4 qr fcHdi qn tft 
4i TftqqqRi-Mt^t 
§HdT 51,600 41 fccp qq 
t q % qaqqjf^cT 51.600 
<f)^l 4^T Pi^IRn Rhqi 
qqr aq fc^ tj4 qftTTT 
5HdT 51600 4t.S 


4qqqjrr 4TRqT 

51,600 qq^t ^rtt 

TTTftte yxxlTd 
4' f^qr 41 d2TTf4, 
4q4 yxdN 4 
cp4dT qr 4t 

fcRnr Rh^r <iqi 4, 3ffr 

3#cf7 f^quft 44 % 
feiq, 5H?TT d4 TFT^T 

Hldq4 4 4T 
x^l4a f^mr qqqT 


qr ^TT4? RlM^d f^TTT 
4 didifcid 4^qr 
qidmid TTtf4ef 4l 
4qi qTojqr w 4 
f4> 4^M ^g4 q4 
■^tt 4 f4rn 4 4 qn 
t4T 4i 4^q^4t qn 

Midqr qy f4 q>4qr 
^Tcpvsl 4> 4tq 3TdT‘ 
qq qqr^T qqr/qTT 
qqqT qq>/^l 4> f4q 
yeRtici Rqq / q4 
^q qr4qr 4 qrFT qr 
^tqf4d qj^qr qq 
x-iqieH Tqq 

viyqVlcbdM 5TTT 

f%qi qTTdT 4 3Tsrfd 

cp^d4 % ellf^d / 
arq-efrf^q 4iq^ q4 
y^Rdd sffqst 4> Toq 

4 qrq lei^i qucrr 4 
qsn f4qr4t 4. 24 - 
n 4(2) 4 qrrfarr qndr 
4. 14th^ 

qRuiiddq^q snWi 

4 4dX 3TTm 4l ?TT 
thtt 4 4 4qfr€t c^t 
l^uLfufr 4fq4 
q44 3Hc|^qq?dr q4^ 

4i 


44q 4 41 f4'^ qq 4 

5HdT T^tgqr <£\ 

uii4T 4 i (yR^eid 
qtrq 4g: qqq^sn 
4q: qq^ qq^t 
=q4q4q/6 4 d?n 
^pTT qr4: i oooo 
q44ter qpiF 4 500 
cTl^ ttjt qn xi<p4 
4 CRTT 1 = 25 

qq^Ti #jwi % 
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5T7T tetRd IfPTcTT 51600 
ftf^57 Written 4 ^te| 
^reti te n *ni terfa? 

577T W7f44> 

»wiq 4 teiRd telT Tpjy 

20, te^ ITCJo*f> 3fte 4 
2007-08 cPIT 2009-10 % 
50^5 mf 4> fepr 
54 STRrTT 120000 57 

t^cTR 54 df 8ft I fate 
5nf 0 ? y+diRid Rter 57 
RrdR 5 jt4 ^7 ^ ^ 
2009-10 4 

4> bmoVi 4 wot err, o4 

2009-10 oft WRTf osr 
140280 5$F 5* TR 

RmR ten 551 SIT (3TS&T 
^37r o4 % te %4tft 5m 
dtfod ippte OH 36%) I 
^4 2008-09 4 2013-14 d5> 
^ tet 74^3j4t-7ff75?77T 
54 emciT 516QO 
wRiq^ 57. ^ft tecl 

3TTf?T 4 Tjtelte STHcTT 4 

^ddY f, teT7 tej 
4> te "<t>KU| dan w^k 
7re 5>4 i 


$7. ?tt «*rit 
W 5T7 wm 5ft d^ste 
d*?T 3TT5?55*tB3it 57 

M7 5?t 4 §7 7$te*j4t 
60,000 cOjj^ 90.000 
ftf^ dSJl ) .20.000 
5te4 55? 5TOR 5>7 
7T5 k 5 tl ?7T 7FT5 4t 
4475HT7T 55 £FTdT 

W5T4t #5 55f 4> feT7 
1.40,000 ftfs| 5te4 
44t 4t m Ti^rtt f i 
^TT^#d 1>*S\^C 4 ?7T 
5Td ^1 4t TRF^H ten 
55T £ % 57? TEJof 4=51 
4 Tfrg^tft 1,40 000 
tt$i uftM 55 y^Tdd 

^7 7T5?4t 4i danftr 
5?r?te 4 55tt mfa 
^>4tcH 4 ipr wttr 4 > 

3T5T5 4 3ntt d5> 55 
WTcTT 6lftM dft 54 df 
4l 


55 dt 5>5I f 14> c5T5T7 
^PR! 5>t 3f T 5iP15>dl 
dW 57f447 

5*74 §5 % ntef 
1,40.000 ftf*[ d5? 
JRNtM 5>7 7T5?dT fl 

d«nf4. 4Uv^4t- 
4> terte: 
mRhhm»T dm 

5lf45><4HI 5> 30*57 
57 ^Tte 54ter SPRIT 

(^4^ 4) ^T55T %4t€t 

54 4^1 4t 5TT5 ?ofo 

?4 site? teruft 4 ht 

7155 ft 71% I 4> 
srf&teef, "chl^dl 4 
755 3TcFT 7CTT5 57 75? 
^*15? / 75doI ^ter4> 
7n5 te4%cl Iter 57 
^fcftetT (7^55) 5T^ 
54 5<fff> d 4FRTT 4t 
^4^^# ^TTT T^TTf 
54 ufi7i ?tt arftrfW 
(t4?5) mt 54 5T5dT 
HWpM> d5T TTT^te 
MWW 4 7TTf4cT d# 
I4>4 w4 54 / ^7T 57 
teR d4t 54 5fj4 4? 
5*rc«r 57 4t 7T5at5> 

4? 755 

’cWtaxuj tel W 71 
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5T7T 12000 

^ ^pi^w tem 

dan 24000 544td7 
Tprr 5>^d7 5 r£ 

yycWU t 3ft7 57T 
5^T7 floral ^5 
5ff4t % 5T6000 7»^t 
d5?l 

d5lf4, d575?7 
wrnte OTdT 5?et 

ft ftTTmft 4 uT 
ft 5f fl W5ff7T 
7#4d 4 ?7T 5H 4t 
5^3 ten 55T f 
f4> 57T TFJpt te 4 


1 40 000 dtf^ 5H 
JRTTcH 5»7 7iq>dl f| 
d5Tf4 4>iflc4 5T7T 
74t4d 4> 

dc7T55 d5J 5>T7t5T7 
& 3T5I5 3T5td 

^4tft 57 ^ef 
n^TcTd ^ 3T5T5, 4 
5T5 cF5? fTT STOcTT 
^rter dft 54 nf 4 


5 ri) 7i44e % 5T54 
4? 3157 dft f. 

57ite ?7i57imn5 
4 te?7 dft ten 
w fi 4>4tft 4> 
4 3T54 5d 

71 

W7l/^«c^>/1021- 
I ix /431 tei^ 5 

5pte 20Q5 4> 

5TKTR 4 w ten 
m % 74t4e 4> 

V 

(tel 5Tf) dft 3TT?TT 
fl ?7T4 W3T5T, 

tete 12 5»75ft 





[«wria— 


virca -m tppr . ararorpn 



(ii) twrt y^c^fr 

A £73? pm %jt, 

*frfrT3> ^TETTHt % f?RR 
?[$JT 3l§te / T jftcT 
TcTC ^ fcR 
STRcTT 

fttjfam fo>7JT uTHT $ I 

«ipt 3 R?tf ^q. 
cFTiq Pq <3*J'WR / Jrert 
cwi ^tfrte / 

qftcT ^o-iiq<r>cii RrR % 
3TTOR P? 5FRTT fattf?"! 3>T 
fcRtfT ERJcT 

fc^rzn wqi 


WcW ^TW31T 
qtj WTT^tTT RR <t> 
arjsrR. ariflm srctt 
ft#l PcRP f I P? ft 

fom pm £ f& 

1 40,000 US'tfFT 

<FTf gfr 3 tl 
vJtl'WR (ffa R^PR qft) 
cHlft cf5 3TTOR PT 
RftqqrqRT cpi-scfT WP P>t 
STPcTT g?T MRcJ5eH ft% 

ftm pm t- 


j*KT HKl 
PPT f i% cff Td <& 
ftstfftcTSTPcTT 1,40,000 
2010-11 

^ 2013-14 cTP> fcrff^P 
pff cp" [cicj yl^trc 
ftRJT T TCrr ^IriTCTTfl 


(hmhi 

gqiiWmi 




2002 <fr 

PRT 4 aPfPK ft 

pRf'Mm ^jlm fg 
ftqqmft nrr 
3Tgftfc?cT VJ*je<P cHF^ 
cpqf % feiq ft 
di^+iyKct? 
t frRren 3T^ f 

cpcjel (pi^cfj 

f1qp> q ^ 

(140000pffteT) ft 

f wnfacT f 
p % ft q tEq R T -ii 
(R*fq Rnf) i 

fl^ipq P - II (#Pf 
PTf) ISFFcTTcr % PTPf 
% 3TcR pft. S'tffcTq 
pff feujuft pftl 


cv 

<}>t SRP PR w iIm^P 
pit fef v3PR f 
ftf 1 (ii) PR 

pftR ftm t I ^FT f 
PfcRTPT f 
ftqpRRr-ii (r^p 
Plf) dl^'M qftffe 
m PPR pft 3TTPT f. 
3TcT: #wq^-|| % 
3TRf5^ ^llR^cH 

^ ferq ^?ftft ^ 
smn? ^r fcRrR ^rft 
fch^l VJIMI ^nifqi 


pit, ^n 

RT^kTT f i% 51*1 cl I' cPl 
vJMflVl 30 % 43% c1^> 
ft f I sRT PR, 
R^^sc^ft. 5KT ^T 
%RTT T RTT 15% ^T 
3TtecFf 3TR3Tt#f 
% TTPkfiWt 
% 3^pHR ^ t, ^fr 
f f^> 15% 
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[qrn in—'4] 


TRT5f : aTOHJTRl 


21 


«1 ftm $mm? git tot°t 

feT? TR? RrR jtjt fcT? TR? f;. __ 

cf? ’ ~ R*TT? 'gRT vJclUi R? U^T 


3TRI 3)^H: 


R £RT RcRJ R? RRT cT^TT 


tft gTRl 


mRT^rR 


2011-12 R 2013-14 cTcP 
3R3 ST^TH 5R?£cT tl 


imiSl 


W *fRjR ^HM *R ylw TRR RJ ^TTcTFTRT 
^ ^ Sl^HlPld 3TR7 cm fcR^cT mRcpcI'I M^cl 

feRcT! |l 2011-12 2013-14 cTeP ^ 5fRlR Rt % 

fem RRTR 3 Rc^R SR^R RR ^ 4^7 

£?]oR RR TR yl^Ri f^fR R? y?jcR ^ feR 3TTR cm 
fcR^cT RfrRcH cmrm sr^t r^i R^ ^ 

3TiH!Pprf TRR<T, y iftiq^ui giv i f^lRrf IRJcR 

^ 3Tto?FT RR ^R tl_ 


“H^KUl IJRR R RP^T 3R7 R TTRT R, IWef 91 tiicl 
2009-10 cT^TT 2010-11 3 RT^f / R^R %> 3flRTcT fq < l H 
7RRT cT^TT 3TR7 tfr RJRRT cfr feR TjfcRTfftcT f^T-BTFT 
TPTR Rj1%cT R^l 


2013-14 cTR 


3TRIRcFt RR *R 


# c£RJ 


ifiiEiirjBISffl 

IdagF^*® 
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, TO-c||>fl I chill yJTTT cRTT M Reel'll TTO 
<f*iT fcT^T y^a f4>tii ^TTR I 




(TO FT illftjchvui eJKI MRd F 

tl TOfr 2007-08 4 2010^11 k ^TR, 

fil'd srf^cfJd-H Ft to tott <r>l4 R^ima, 4t 

eft. 416^41 TjfTO cfkl TOT TOTO ITFT RiTOdl TOT 
TRRef TO fepft TO 4 5TTOT TOT. TO 4t TOTRT ^TR! 
FT ^ gfe TO fk 2007-08. 2008-09, 2009-10 

cTSJT 2010-11 ^ efTfer A ^TTf TRJeT 

TOFdkTO TO T]$ TOfdfTO> 3TRT. yite^ui £RT 
PldlRd A> 3Tf£l4>clH TTO TO, y im TO TO* § I 


TO 


^TRT 4RTORI 
"EFT tl TO TFTOIT W # FT Cf><*TO'l 3>T 
y^WH TOETTOt STTT ^4 f^TT ^TT TOT # TO? 
3TTO4, \R 4 cTTTO 4 4k«e^4t k RTTfenTO 
TOlcT TOFRI ft^TO TO? ^cT 3TR TO 
3T2RT qRH|'U| TO TOi* 5T^TTcT 'T^t I 


kRTTO A TO ^2010 4 Rilled 5RR TO %] 

5RI 3f^Hlfcd F ? 26 15 TO4 

SfeT f^T TO, TO ? 20 Jlfrl yief f^T cEE 

WR TO I cllf^ch 3 Flf^ ^ 3TR. 
TORRTO £TTT RTOkeT k TOURER R? 
TO Sllkl cil'KtRlcij 3TRT TO 


2011-12 4 2013-14 cRf) % TOT q> TRRcT 
^TJFR yiftlch^ui £R[ WRd TO^3T y^ech 
4> 3#c|,ci*i tay ?jcTO 4 %i 


TOTleH 3TRT 


tojc^e Rrakny k fer4 4TOk?r nnkHtfiil $> st^ttr, 
29 2003 4 TOeT TO TO tttRtoI k HFTef 

A TRJecp qRcUel'l TO. fTOft TOITelTO £RT 

TOT c^t <hj TETOff j TETO *Ffpj ^ 

fem cTFTcT & ^ Rp=^Rr ^cjldl fiTRT eHTT^ 

^tReIkTH ^teft mi Rdlej f^dM j TORI A TTlfocT 
cfRdT ct yi%4 cTtRt ^TT m cpt TOR 4 fel4 ^ 
RTTO RRfcR ^cRT M 4 TOT RT TT^I RT^.TTjft tR 
TOTft 2002 4 FTOTSR TO 4l 3?JeR 

TOtTO TO <t,|4c||^ cftTR ^ 7TO 

^TT f4> TQyfrHcE eTlcfl el J ll4 4. 4^9e1 il^l 0<^>-Tl<4^1 

^ 4 ^diyitd (4tR) RlteTTOdt STTI ^eRT ^ 

fcT^r ^ M RTeT^r ^ ^ totot 

A arf^TRf^R ^RcR TO^)^cW (kiH^cfl) TO 

Mcfl cRt ^Rjot TRc^t 3>t T5c: (5fRT?J} TOft 4tl 

cEtror TORcf ^ ^ <T^t TO^T^frT GTTOTRft 

tl 

TT^cfjR ^ FT TW A 3PRT Rf4T TJpR 
ftRl tTO^el yj?Je^ TT?fRd TO TRerft Rt eTPTd 
A 3T5Hfcr ^ ?ftl FT 4TO 4. TRcTTO 4 

fMV Rr^TI ^ 3TTOT 4, 1(RT 

cEt TO 7li1ecfl cEt cj^Rd TOJc<h 7tA?R uffTOT 4 


^^6c^ 41 SRT cldft^ eTT^TTr TOfr^cT ^ 
TOfT Ft TO TOea ^ ^ 11 eTT^fTT 

T??Wfe: TO TffeiRpft ^RT 2002 A 

FdTTO f4r4 tj 4 4 FTfcr4, FT TO TO ^TOM 

4 TOFt ^ fM TOJecF MTOT ^ 

TOea ^ 1JTOR <Ft aroft eTFR 4 ^IlfteT 

TO TORR TOta^W A TTOT^R 4 

UTTOR fcTOT TOT t % cfTeft 29.07.2003 4 
TOeT TO?TO cTR a ^TEft t a TO^e4> qRTOef^T 
^T. TJRFft 3TSlfcT 

TOJo^> f^TW ^ 3FJ?TR TOR A TTTf^d TOR 

a y#4l 

^roVctd TOkf^mt tor 4. to Pikd # % 

^w4i tor 3iyk Mta ca TO?a ^a tot, 

TOJecf? p)t|?'i u l fek a^ec^ft ^>t elMId 

A ?TTkcT a # TOTOft 1 











[FF! 111—13*5 4] 


*fTR[ 3>1 TFSpni : 3TORJTR 


Itemfig^SEEtEaaral; 


W 'tfepcil I 



mrm ^ rm an?p^ hftoi «ft strt 2 . 5 . 1 . 

tF UTWft 3Tf?TR 3R gj^^H Wd +K«bN ^TTT 
Tift TT^ft feTTT ftfocT SJft> ^ ^cj<bj4> 
(FSeTjftarT^) ^ cic^H £dde1 #1 3 ^Tt ^F 
% TfRU dHlftfad iJIdl^M ^ 3RTRFT ^FTT 
xirfift I cTPkl 3ft[*1R A cni^cF Rxf 2005 A> ET?Je3> 

HHfcftfft A 5RtT 3Ppi ^7 3FftfR 3FJRT eft 
Rftftl 







A jrtt srtf ^ wi ^ wi) ^»mpft orara 

ft>W 3 W) eft ft^cT ftWeR ftvZTT 



(g>) eTFTcT fmvA) 3 2008-09 ftcj TJJtRT ? 11 efTTST 

3>t ft*TT eTFR! cTR-Flft ftcR 10 ! A f^fft ftft 


2.5.1: 
"^RTT t\ 


^cF5T 37 giTFT 3R 




<3>) ^ 2008-09 rWT 2009-10 eRR MM 
(133W7 ft^ft g»t Wl^) A ^ft Rft37 ’flcTH 
cTT^FTft f^R# 3 fftft ftft *ft cTRi^cF ^ 
^MCIII ft ftcT ^ift 73R £l ^Tch^l ^F ftxf. 3tcR ^>T 
3^1 


(73) ^ 3ft ft> fttF«c7{ft7 £777 ^ 3FT RRRF 4 
f^TRR 2010 WFT ft ftft TT^ 3Treeftrfft*T ft^7£N 

^7 7TT$1 Iftft Tft vijflAc eft yfft Tift cPTf srfcFf jjfcT t 
<Fftft> 7JF ft73T1? <ftR i? % 3"^ FT^T ft fcl'iil f I 
Tift *rft cfr <ft srtT eft 

RF Tftft yfd '^T^T ft Tifftl eft 

ft Tjft cft^ftft ft*R3ftl 


(F) 3ft FF g^RI ITF^R cRTT MUW 

■^n y^FT ^ ftft cft<i/ Pttniftd 
et^r ^T % fM Xft7 Prl^IcT 3T?R ^ Wit $> A 
anw? 3?1^nqH mn\A\ % s^micH A %\ 


(T?) 84><R % w ftw 23 2010 

W ^ft A ftvtft yy>TT eft FTfteF 1J% Fft 

ft^RTT 11 f*t irth ^ w^iftcfn4^ 2 oii-i 2 ^ 
feft 8 3 % cFF, ^ 2012-13 A 10% W cRIT ^ 2013- 

14 A 13% W 31^lRd ^ftxTRT elrfft I 


WR fwlT A Wft> yraiR efTT 
ftRT 7WT t sfR FfT^-FTft ft^3T A fadWI W 
tl 


23/07/2010 eFT TTft ?T®TT 3iftFf Ufa t 

cRTT ^TTT 3Ttft FT^lt Tl feRft 

tl eft llA Ift7 € 1 R ft>R WR eft 

Rift tl 


HF^R cRTT RFftFF TftTR 5KFT efTRft cF left 
^ f^Fm RTT ftrfpfc MR FTftftrRT 
eF WTFTt (FT FfjqTeR FRcTT t RSTT 3TFFFT 
arftftnm eft TftlSer ETRT^it ^F fff 3ttcrw 

cF^rfePJT -ft eft RTRft tl 



n ^ 11 efR3 ^ ftR efFTcT 
RT 3fftRT % '3TTETR RR ft^lR eft 
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«S|GKS|gSe BE4UII 

EETuirI 

Rn^ijK^ 

R 3Td fTldd TRTtfJd ‘ 

m fan n 

dT %\ 


{^) cTFTd 

2010-11 ^ITFT eft M TFTO 3PTT T«TT3Tt (Mldfanl) 
w TTep ufcHFPp ^ I 




nn irfeRTt TRgd fi tcefs farr ttt £ fa 

#560^, 3tdT Y5TT OTTeRft) dReI cf> 

3im FT faft I dan ddd 4 faRufl ^ 

cTf^tcT dd fa^ft |c)^lq HI6/ cPl H'SK U I RGT 
dR 'HIHMl ^ Wtf%cT dRdfan ged HR 
smiiRa £i 


PT). dad d> «l|c|Mjci dt fa dd 201 M2 d 2012-13 
dd> ip enff %> Pfald TFEdf ^ *t dPf SlPpjfa 
iHdlRld d^t t, fd dqf ^7 fcF7 3tdT cTFTd A ^ 0.50 
eTRsI cf?[ gfa dd TTgdTd <*F7Fn TTT tl <TRdd 4 3tdT 
eTFTcT dF? faft dlfa? ^ dd MP<fceH 

mR^mRi^ ^ ^ ^ *r fanr % \ FdPt fd 

faofat Cf5t 3TMR TR, 3|gHlPld 3tdT cTFTd 

3 ddelld dR 'H<i>dl 11 


dR Td> Mix'dMlvlill MY ^RT, dFRT 3TTsnWT 

P Pl^IRcl 'jflqH<Pld FTdd7 dT RR.Rtft 4 PlRPi'C dR PlMK dRcf TftdR^rft ^RT d^fa 
"4tqMTIci HMd>. fd 4 % Rt A\ 3fpfa ft, <flt 3RdTcT TImPc dddfcFI FRT faltfad UpRId A TRcT 
gRRRel^T TOfcT d^gtlK tl ^JFT TOfcT ^7 3TTdR, gedfRT cTFT fadT RRTT 





dMId tqcRDlT H MR Id M<^C Tft 

A> 3igdR 3d #, d3 2008-09 dan 2009-10 % ^TeH^cT 
rdt-ftPi f^cRuft A crf&tcT ng£ farPt ^ A& d^t ^t 
^ f I TFTRlt A ffaddT A> dTFT ddR RTlf I 


5iq^-3^t dd 2008-09 cRTT 2009-10 % fcR ErdTcTd ?RfT 

dRier ^Rra> afft H^d gn srjrem ctftct ?rtt 2010 - 

11 ^ 2013-14 ?rq> ^ cpfl % 3T^HTT ^TfcTT t I cRUft, 
qqft^cl RFKT f^cIYLjf} ^ ^ 31T^ 3TRT f^R T^t 
TP? ^I \Jiq ^RT ^T^ft >AqiM STEJ^RTt^ 

eft, STcTTeW cPIT qRTST elFIcT ^ Ul'dPl^dl ^?W 

“jft ^ % Mil? cZRj 3TRT ^ cZRj 4 
Wl^T W t XTcfftfRT dMId ftcRuft A 3{W1 
A R<3iqi T^t TTT ^| 


3tteir *r w<zt frrra dtr> q>R 
fef^ Tq t T2TT YRTt^tcf f^cR^t A T^ltq T? ^ I 


fHTRd <v\ Wd TjcI 3TdY£RT HSIT 3RU 
^ £[RT ^t fcfRH RTTT tl 

f^RP? T? TTJ TTRfR ?RTT W^ET TRITcPT 
ti 3TT ttAtA RR[ qq %\-fRRRcT dan 
3T3?5RT eTFTd l^rtcvFT cTFTd. 2008-09 d^TT 

2009-10 qqt cf 3TRT TTdTdTd edd 4 feT^ 
dq t, f^Tdit ^ 3TRRT ^ TdT I 



VJ l'dMM> M6ci WIT TdT F, 5TTd 4 m| h M^d tqR T^ 
WcT ^ 3TxTeT-MR'd4fci f d?TT Pliltf^d ^JyTt 
'dcqiRld n>R^ ^ feR ^fte«e^ft ^ cpf 2007-08 ^ 
2009-10 d^ A> qqT ^ feR 3lfe^F <JeFT WH TR^d 
d^t f^T at I 3ITd7dcF> ^fdT%R ^T f^RTT RRI fTUT dF 
^Plf^dd qRef % cTFTd f^R^t 4 f^TR f^R FR 
dM>d d"4>d d?t 3Tf^^i|i, TJcdfRT ;ddT 

MRdMfcl % TO ^ deld WH A dRtd 3TtWt A 


Pm r^JEnT rvTniT^J 


dan geid nr iRgd Wm dT 

TFT ^ I UMd 4^t ^ TRdd f^R dT TTdRT 

MR'HMRinl ^ dan Pint fad ^ ^t 

RRTRd dR fadT ddT 11 TTdRT MRdMpll 
% T[cf>eT d?T 3TRRf^dt. ^ed 

geid dd ^ arNr^t A Ptetr ^r fan 
ddTtl (2007-08. 2008-09, 2009-10 dan 2010- 

11 ^ n*ff dP faM dan gdd nd ^ 



















I'm hi— 


iqTO TOR : SRItlTRl 




jgTTT Ffacl tTO| 7jir uTm 

TFJpi 8^ % fcTO £ pfc (cpcTcT) cM'SeTT FcR <F 
41'TO^d UdleH % f^RI 


2010-11 % efTO cjoT 3fff%^ #1 sTK, ^TOeT 
Hts q>t cT^TT 3T^ FRRFT 

TOf cf4 cfr^fWt <J>T 7^4 efct ^7 f^TT 
W I 7 T TTI _ 



ZJF IRcTFT [cb<MI TO 27T Tcft 'd'd 41 ^Idl'Mlcl 

5000 €&i sricr *m yfy toftt, <^4 yro 
Pihi u i str^t yR fcm torth ?renfo ( 3?y to 

ZfF TOTTOT TcR F#fR t 16) 1%yT ^WI 4 cf^JT, 
5*1 loR. ztzut cFTT fcfcpTZT d41 F;3TT 4I 



pg) eiT? >rjft tt f^rqr/ ctft ?rt f%cT9T iilviHi eft cjeRT 
^fteecgpft RR faR 4 f^TOTT ^3 <*>FTO. ^ 

^\i 4t eft. fTO fiRTTtf l 





(33) Rtf FtTOFRR 4 30 RT7FR 2008 q4 2005 3? 

TTPfeftfcjf ft mRr>T 7 4ff4d 3 r4 ^7 TO 3?t 4?T FTft?T 
fcb-qi ?4T Tjft, 3p?T f^nft fp TTT^T-tTIZF cl 1^. S'ill q4 
^TT^rtft^T ^Pl8l4aI3Tt 4 B^TJcT BH TO?T TOT 
JFprtd RtFF qRcFT 4 Rd4 ■Hcfl *R RfRfa d^lcji'd 
q> TO 3T?T 4r 7RT ft fePJT RR1 cll^.\ r 4t 4? 3T^TO? 
5.2. fp 3PJ7FR, 41'Seed'd! 4 3T48TT 1? f4> <41? \J7f 
surfed ijft cpt g<ddi'fl fepro ct4 ^ 


TO 5TT TO *m€t rpfuT ^ 

fcTORF fcR 41'S«c"^41 EtRT RH' 14-1 FR 
SlRlel f^RTF ‘TOTcTT 1? ^fRT R u l fcTOftTd 4b ^! 
vjir<!I I TOTf4, <b41<fl gNF cI!$4r Vpjl^FF TO 
TOTOTO fcp4 RT4 ^ TOTR ^xlH TcR £lftfef 
cPTOT TIFF pft ^3TTI 3T?TO, 4 

3Ttefeq?T M?T 5TO ^ l%FT TO tl 


3TRFTOT FTlFf TOF ZR 4 FFft F eT^TT 
f^R q» tefv ftf^TR %f^r eiiqfr 
f4eT Rtft IzpTT ^lldl ^ I 3TrTTO ^tRT 2.9 9 
sppm fafty troRt cF>T ^Wi- 

•T^fel F7 RP], ^ ?FTT ft I 


ctT^lTF ^ 3RTO^ 5 2 q> 3R^TR, cR 

cp ym ‘f?[ dniRd P7 %tfr€t qd 

TO^qrft f^RT4 cFT 3 tRr ^T?TR qRFT 
#TO^41 tf 3Tfr%d tl ^Tdctfl F4T qRcheH 41 
R}u><d q4 4 Pi^ifdd TOtFfR qfr 3nyT7 eRR 
%FT TOT t To 3TFTT41 ^4 ^ feR 3TRR 
7j, 7 Tdld Rbdl R Id I ^ I 



664 GI/2012—4 
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fufFT qq~y=f 

^ ^ * 'Kttn term tern ^r’^xnft % 
5.i b 3EF?ft *ter io ctf tete 
^ ^ i|d, ^ v ^ t ^ TT^jcTT £l ^ ?TT^Tnfr 

teteart n yrmqaTte 

^ ^ <ET4c^ft fjft rp qfteeH ^ ten? 

«rr ^H^rw i 1 

^ 2013-14 rTq> rJT^ ^qqfaiF qv. 


[Pitoit m —Seer. 4} 


cnT 2010-11 

arjHPH n armR tw te \ 


ftuc} 3jte 4 cTT^q^t crit FtttI ^3ITOI7'^ 
n 7 2 80 rte n qq? *J7 ?t 3TW^ 
(3TWtf qft) cRTT ? 39 22 mR5 r tertfftete 
^ TTcte 3T^TR cm 

^wrjr tete arte 3 qqteifte fmm 

8 ^TPTrF fteq ^ 7R tetf. 

3: ^ ^ 71% q^ HTTT qq> qTtete^ 

^ rciqi TO ^ ** 2007 08 Tl 2009-10 qq> *r^apL 
2010-11 7* 2013 14 qq> Jlte ctf 
Mfn cil^ % > qfteTTq <F> fte fterfte rfr 3 tef ij^j 


^ ^ETT^ 


^qterrftei 

? ff^Tqr 15% mcreTT^^TT 

* rt ^ r ™ n qfteq ten ti 2005 ^ q^r 


2 9.1 fe ai^IR. ftfe « ate „ 
!^ IMrH ^7t OT 


_i—i _N rs ... ■ ^ , ' M 11^1 CI*1*TCTf 

c-Hl ^i f^qrto <pft tR nflram tor ^imj ti 2010- 

nj) WU ft.TJ Tpr TJTR^it & f^n? ^3 kT 

,6* #1 cp* 2010-11 ip fi*r nro f^-V 

T* 1 * 3n ^f ^ ?H arfiraRoi sRrwfafRfM: 
^jrttetr Timnft, tjuttcri ftxmift ^ 5,,^ 
gTdc-lin qf^chofq 4 cTcTcTR 3nq ^<h $ I 


_ - _ : ^ v ■ 1 ■ VIIH -JiJM^qcp ^ I 

*rlp4<tej?r g?RT (SFT5T-7T 

#^V^/ft T g~RT fe'Try 27 ^T’lcj'fl 2011 cF W ^HW 
5m 7 3 q* 2007-08 ^ 2009-10 ?T^ 
^ ^ 1 ^R^3TFT 

mrf^'tpfr .HRtet# SJ5 OTteq-^RTTte 

28 ^2007 ^-rjTpff arter^ teiT ter qq 

^T ^te ^nte ^ a^tnnfr 

an^^te^l^TTq #, tef qqr qqmm 

^ barter ^ ter? termr 

<:pr ^ ^TJJTcT q?i^ qte 

^ ftrt mtet ^ ^ qqr ^ qq> q^r cTeFfT %:m 


Ulct eirn wl^eiq- tg; 20C>7-08 ^ 2013-14 
OT-q^mcten Mcr3 q^ 

^q^qfqrqqrqrteq^ mtefl q^ 

^ ^nter^qte-^RTqq terte^ .aqq vn^ 

^sTRT^a^i 


T^X TW“3i«vlw^ ip q^q^ tel7 ^yq fq 

dl^wft*c^rn7^v+q qqcfiq ten qqi ^ | 


^ feiq T^t^r^qqfr jrrcr 
tte%r tcm^pq w cqq-, terte qqft 

i n in A A4 -...„■_rs \ \ v. & ' 


W1T ^ aiter te r ap pite 
i ^fg cmrcg g-granite qte ter fjte 
trqr-qqte ffwmrq q?q ar^qrq-28 ^q 2007 
te<te?pq^aqte ^ arjqq qqmn qfe 

l J J.UM ju i < .i ^-, A. ° *- 


ar^rnrter qq ti 





4 ] 


vnr?r^ri TTsm ST44-JF4 


•27 


(ll) 

toot U?}c47 3to?l A 3T^fr^( yqi-1 <^d ^ (^> 

3TTtonPtol 11 (xi) *f 444 47T7totoTqeto to 4T44 
447 44 to 7<74 4 totoR d^t f4>qi t t^tt ^ni eRJlf4 

4 tol4 3totoj TTntot to 747 7H44 
4 tR 74 ^ Wlftd toqi 4 t *|f4> to-iutom qitoftol 47 
wzA A fcpTcf 3itoi 47 totor 474to t, toot 4?p47 

3T|cj71 i} ^14 to d^fa 4xq>xix ^dt ditto' ^77 
f^TteT to £414 A TTFcl F^ TT?pP 3Tltol * 

tonfto fttocT to clVcMH TPTcl ^ tol4 3T4ft ^ 
PeReFFd 47 1eT4 7T4cto V'dl4 ^4 ^TF7 ' sn *Z 1 

totoTT-tor-54 A 

7f4eto 44414 47 774174-WT to-=7?!4 4 ftolT 

Ito 4T47 toto toto 4toto^mT Ttov^fr 

47 to eTtoTi ^AAz 12 / 2/2002 to ftoifer 
pfrm Tpp 4i uTtoF f4 7T Traitor 3n4 ¥i 
29/07/2003 to tot'lto to A 1 

(iii) 

grarf* RF71 <rarai ™ ^ W T^ 

(^7<R lcMI4( 4*47 47 ROT 4 44^4) 
tcpTRTI to 2007-08 A 2009-1 oto’dlfto eR5T 4 RmIc* 
fto? 44 aicFT-^Tcm TZjto 7| Ao\ 4rf?t <4ld # i ^71 to 
31PT14T m- 7 3 to 2007-08 71 2009-10 447 to tto? 
piUlrf R|4>|0|T ^ PcldlRci c^c4 cqq <P7 qpn-PcT to 

toto to4i A ftolto to^ -7 ^ *W4747 ’iiV*iM>« ^ to7 

^ 75T4H 2010-11 % qKcifWl to Tir-d fto^to 471 
^ra?B 4774 % toFf to 2007-03 to'2010-11 to eTF14 
ftnyuft 47 447744 qifcjeP^^T 

4> 4t4 to 3747 to ^47-^HitIH ftoxto 

477(4 47^1 

to 2007-08 77 2009-10 47 4fWd>^r<iil A Ixqic 
fto[ 44 cilfcHOd oqq 4l ^<4-4 -elHId tqqvuil 

A toto cP41 W47 '544T4 ^ ^el 

A to# 4ftofto fto 44 57 TWT 4T74f4to 47 

to A pto to #i 

(iv) 

fto4 QT[c47 3Tltol 4-31d4Rd Mcglcl 47 3i^717 u i *t 
to 2007-08 to 2009-10 to -fpPT PiqiRnd^ plto cWT 
'^IPcrfcltol 47 Ttofto’^^l) 47 yldcilP 47 dRcpePT 47 
toi7 ftor 4 tpti totoi ^ 

4RtPcT4 477(4 to | 

ftoet 47f'747 31744 A 31*jMllPl4 M^lq 
443PJ474 4774 to 2007-03 4 2009-10 

447 47 to PtolP44-to 4^4 ftotto ijto 47 
4ftol4 47 4l7<Pcf4 “47 ftolR PP-4I 447 f* 1 

(v) 

cTFFf Plcwtot 2005-06 to 2006-0/ dd> to |q j ld -JH<J|£l 
47 fpT4 toto cT^Tl 3TM4 74T 2007-08 71 2009-10 
7147 4>t -3lto 47 to toto 47 50% 471 TTRltoPT 
447^ tot 477 to trtf44 -7 ^ PTFTrlitoto ^ 47^ 
3P|tot ^ ftot 47J447 stor ^ sr^tom tocr 

gRlftorl 47T4 47 fto qqc-liqto l 

4TT5T -7 A eTT44 14^^41 4 M^rl 31^147-4, 

ftoel 47Jc47 31744 A 3h 14d 7^17 yPifqpTd 

4774 47 to 447874 ton 447 11 

(Vi) 

4c 4ST4 MltoTTT to A 4I-WI447 4IOldlc1 4114 441 
cZJ4 ftocn ftoet 44JP47 317471 A Rl4llRr1^^Hl^ 47 
447T4P1 A +/(-)20% 7t to47 4T41 447 Tt 

3f^to # f47 fcpTcT 37414 2007-08 77 2009-10 47 tol 
uT^7 477431 Ml 4>qi^l^t d -3147 +/(-)20% 
4 3lfto FT F447174474,4744 to 1 

totfto 4474t 47 31^747 cJR-d1^4> qidiqicf, 
3TJ4 441 4T4t A +/(-)20% 4 3Tfto7 -3147 tof 

ton 1 

(7) 

6- , ^ 
v341|c!4741 7J417 47 dl-F^-4/^ bT77 <5iRslH ftol 7 14 

43741 471 Rl^c74 u i 4>?dl ^ Rp vixid R'cPci 447 A 4314T 

47 3ircI17 47 7444 A 4to 441 477 eft #l_ 4^747 

totofat to 4171 2 4 1 47 -314747 7ftoqto toto 

4 mi 4?^47 47^4 tot tomi 
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_ *0? *77 ^ <^RTT ft 3H?IR W eTFTcT ft 5TTtd 
^Roft^ftl HPfcftfftfttsiRT 2.4.1 aftsrr^Rftft 

tote *Mf ft WTf^r 

(^ft) ftt cJoHT ^Tlft q?ft % jm^r rra? if 
Wiki ftt epclft ft ftt ^fftt | 

^ STftft ft efrrr Fitter ftt ^Tf c?FRT 
deleft . ftft y ftft ft, cf>7 nf^FfpjpT cjft eT®TT TiftftcT 
5T?^ ftt tTRT % 3T^TR, ^iftcT fft 

eTFT?T Wtft <T>T <TT^T ^TeTT ft # cRIT 

ten aiftft ing^ fftiffftr ft 
ft^ftft ?jpT cfr T?Tc7Tdk] 

«5<Hld: ' 






(c^iirnl 



_ « c - ^<*11-1 ft MtITReT rRIT 

W'tciilqd ftt ^oHTencF f&llft ftftt f?| 

^ % ttw eran 

3fk ?ra?^ TfT9TTrR7 <TTTFT cf>T ftftjof T^fftr 

^ft#i ft 5mnftcf m Tiftki- ftiT ft 

ft feP?3p| ftgr fti 

"ff^ll^ld 5T?pf> ft^T 5RcmftT ft? gcHRW" 
^rf^T ftt uim ^Yft W w ft^T TRTT f^r n^K*] 
ft HWlfid JRJe3> 27% ft 58% ?T<J> vimft # cWT 
^ Ml ' n ^ 1 ' 1 <WT ^Rqed ftj 3TE2TR^II ft g ^ l fid 
ft^rft.^t *rct ft fo? s u i ted ^ 20% ft 

58% ft ft wft yw fft. 3. 4 ?Rin3 ft fft? cnftTH 
2 ^Rrnfftr 90% ft 185% ?t<t> fti fftfft^- 

^ ft y^did ^yft 

ft fft?n>HU| TTC Cfftl 


(ii ■tf l-jj^argro 3MP1II $ ari^KR *rem55~ 
^ TT3 ^ ft ^ftr ftt fi^cn / ^fftl'M^TcT sFTRTT WH ft | 
25^ ^TH ft f ftiffor ft^raft ft ^ftr ft wm 
5RFcTTm?T ^TRTTf^cT 

l^lji ^Cdian epr 3Rft ^T d?n nfttq> ^ ft fft? 
^ftftftte nwiffti <?Rft ft cfTRirr ^ 


tftftpr ?q ?T?ff cmT nRnmT3fl Trfft^r 

^>T ^rftl^l JR^cI ftl 


1 ^ ^ 3, 4 ^4 13 ft ^YTfpf 

Hft ftt pel'll ft 3rf^T ^T ftl 
ftftl ft. 5TRpr fft^r ^fRTT ft fft fft ^^ft 

^T2fT Mfft■H|*Jj q'|ft ft "cp|y u| fftrjrf eft ftft - 
2 3 ^Tftf ft 6^1 FTfft ^T ft| ftnr TT^FI 
fft^IT Tyr SIT fft ft, ftrufft £IRT3,4 

^ 13 ft. ^T HT^T ^Tft ^ ft 

vStirft ^ ffft ftt v5TT ^ft ft| 

ftf ^TFTft cETTft ft fftiT ^ ^ 
arm am ft ft^r ft afcR ftf ^rft ft 
fft? srerrer fftrn ft i 


(n) ft ^,^1^7 

^T43TTft?r ftt Tirfft ft ft^rarf ftf tjTftrr ft fftij 

r^ : 12 ^ w ^ JJ^T ^Rcft 

? i ft Tfftftr ftenaft ft ^ ^ 

ftt 5f«iiRid ^mrft ^ ^ cut gimiwxrT 

wrqi 


1 aftr 7 W JTcTTerft ftf 

^trrt: u^tt Tm ftftn mmr. 24 ^ aik 

12ftft ft ^YT qv7 ftl cTanf^r, ZTF TTI^TT 
fen TTrr ft fft TcR crfft^I TR ftk 

^rr viM’Mjy fftrs vsnft ft <t>KU| cn^ft ft fft^r 
^ ^ ?t T^T ft dSIT 

ftqiqqidi gi>d -ting ftl*ii mciq mftt ft m I 
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Tft^T 878T8 <f> tf>8 8 5 % 3M8 7887 (W) / 

cj>|rf % feT7 rf^rfrf WdlH 8rf efR8T i?I 

^#8 / *rrft 88rf % feT7 #*ragT8 Tvrf % feT7 ttrirt 
cPFft UTdlfad g7 erf 2J88T rf cl^fllR 78% 3T^ 
87 88 y*dM TRrf % feT7 787*8 ?7T ggrf erf erf rfgT 
78FT TRrf % feT7 rfrfcT dl88 rf cf>T TTg’f etrlg7 
TM^C 8Rh 



y?^7 HHfcfttrf erf 2TRT 5.4. 3T^P^T TRcft t rf> 40’ 
grf87 88 737dd M 20’ ejj£87 erf grf rf 1.5 ^81 

vrtLjlc; 1 rf^rr 81^7 828 7RT78 8vSK u l M 20’ 7>^87 

gft grf rf 2 Tpnrf8i 140’ % ej?£grf % +n*iel *f 
uRcj^d 7rrf8 % g7, rfu^r h*jc<*> arrfTT rf. 

20’ efrf^ % fcT7 788 87 % 1.5 ^J8T 77 cT^TT 8^RR 
% fcT7 rf^TT 77 g7 rfrfRcT erf 7^ aft| 
gRT UTdlrfd g>f. ^*111 3 20’ 828 40’ erf 

cfrf^R grf % rfg 3T87 erf 6K3>YR 8# TTsfrf tl «frf- 
yrff 77 ^7T PR 88 3T87 878>7R 8rf 7^3T 828 t, 
grf grf HHfclM % 3TJBR 20’ cT^TT 40’ 

% cjrf^R g7 ^ rfg 3J87 7jrff$88 8^1 


8 887T. 8,9 78 12 8> 3888 W SRJe8> 88 
UWN fejRTT t, rfrfrf> fcR ^Wfrf 788 gRT 3TT7frT 
c2J88 8?t 8^ tl gTT 7188 rf, VjqrfgtT rf(1)(iv)(efj) 77 
\J3T7 87 TITTcR 88 7RT7 ^ ^1 




3T5«rft rf RT^T 7T88 #8T 7?rf t 828 
% ^dirfcp Wf (TFRRftTT 88) 
7TcT8 rf^TI dl^lll 828ft, rf’Efrf 2-3 e[rf % 
rf^FT WT % rfcR ^ erf^TT^rf erf GIFT rf 
T^Ief ^ 'fFRT ^rfT erf picpfeT ^f % feR 
y^rry rfFF W tl 


>rf^co^^t FTrf erfsMi^R#^ efjj y^FFT 3Trfef> 
FTdT rf drf efR R^T 2FI flfr Wf ^ 
^T TFJT t feP ^rfry n 8Trf Wfi 3J^FT yft 
efPTcT rf «f|cl rfte rf erftrf> vJR7 
yc^F % cfj|rf y^'tdd % feR -9lrfef> arrf8> ^ 
TTFT Y% t 828 \3TRcfrf cTdTrf rf rf8T n^Tcn 87 
rfdrf rf?i ^tr Trf ti ^wmvrfrft 8^ 
rff^ ^|c|y8chd frft 2288 rf 728^ ^7 ^71 

8887 erf Flrf 828 TFfrfcT ^ feR 8^887 

8^7rf8:8f^8tl 

rf - O j c TT 87818 rf rfrfto rfcnrft 88 drfd rf 

MM l rfd rf8T3ft <f> drfd erf geF8c*T8? l^lfcT. 
»Mlrf8 88888 erf fcRrf 7n8 rf rfTsJf^ ^7 828 

878T8 % feT7 8878 8^ ^7, 87^8 rf>8T 828 

tl ’ __ 


788888:, 40’ 2Fc87 % 78788 78R 20’ 
cfrfTR 78R % 1,5 ^81 887 8T 8^78 78R 
20’ rf>cH7 % 78R % 2 ^J8T 77 PlrfRd TRrf 
rf Trfte 77p8) d^URirf 88 3FJTRT8 %8T 
8TT8T tl 828rf, 8T7T rf rf #8^2jrf gRT 
^cliyd l d f 788 3T888 rf, rfrfg 7)7 rf 8Trf 
cb|JH % grf rf 2J8 78T 8ell ^ f^ 20’ 
c^87 erf grf rf 1.5 J J8T rf 88T8T % I ^7T 822T 
2818 rf 775et ^ fS gTT 7787 dldcil rf 
Trf^JTft gRT 3rftl8> "58818 7R81 8^ TgT t, 
2j g^ UTdlrfd erf 8^ tl 828rf, Rl<siad:, 
drfgfrfrf % ar^TTR 40’ ^ 8^87 88 78R 
20’ 85^87 2rf 87 rf 1.5 58T 8eF -rfldci TRrf 
% rfl7 88 7T888 tl 
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iWci <T7 17 ippq "^TcTT | gTrllfcId n?1FT A 

^ 1F1 fchtfl Ct>i4 %• f^T 737 ft l)ni -jft 
TSIdTcTT^l j K^TrTeT A> 7? 15 1? iRdlfad 

^ I^TR ^ <*E?7 PF 7«fH 1 rft^rq / 

^ } itm / i>^i7 mf n 

‘^ ,J, 1 T^cim^r % 17 (W> d 16) 1>74lMit| 

’ti«itT4 Pi*-ilciRacI f%^j3Tt 11 f^c|7U| ^ 

3RR m cmm. irnimn il 

^ Gin A 713cl 31 1 cH 7 dddll 

7Dfej’<h 7^ 4 ^ M ^ fl It lerj 

% 1 c 1 ^ a^fcilRld 17Jo<t> 7P|71 717 11 1 HT 

m fi 

1 

M ^ t^> Vijft llm ^ ^ cf>nt <jft F?mcl 

ftfcd Cl Mil cRIT '<b£d7 ^Uv4 ^fDTPT / W1 / 

^ ^ TeiH / ItlTI /4>cHy ipi wft 

cTTH % Wi £ TTTftR ^tqT^ft % f^rir 

uynif^ct 11^71 Tl mitftjd d£VI7J| m 7i%| 


/o\ 

^ ^ '^l *Pi*l S K, Zh-Mrt £cHdAfcl <f>fjfy 

^ ?dr4<H %^TRrTlf^a 177 8 WfcT f^ToT 

t\ Hlf qfcffi<Pt 5KT /Ucftpi FcracT foft itn 

^i¥^cr cR«ici% THRU Hdl^d 17 ITr 
^Iftrq IcDI 1 


(8J 

(i) 2004 ^ yftd^yft ivrt^rrl^cT ^rrar^mYM 7 ! 

^ ^ ^T miT cTOT iftcjgl Ttljaft ft> 

3rKtoctA4 % fcfl TJcIT^ 2010 A TftJ 

^ ^ ift cJcHT mft 17 ^TsR IH % 
fPTrs-WThg^ft 10 - ftm mbR ift FcTeitt 

^_13 - l^r 311/ fcUr? ^1T3ft % f^TT 

3D\J>cyilRl1 ift ~<T7 ft 1>)4 ^dll lift ft rRTf cptJ ipj 
Ac||kj‘, m.7T. 15 CRD 16, #ntfWlfT*R% 3K7 mil 
£did. tfr.TT 14- ift ti)^ cF fcTTy TmjdVI 

18 ftfclftltH TTTltfod TTTWdlitRfl 171T1 
^-imfem i7iH ft mm mft i dnfft, ftU^ft) 
St^tf) % f^ ^Tt ^ 30% ^ 166% % sfltl 

^ ^T TRtTTI TUT t\ 1T<f%'1cTT 
^ ,,c1 - ^ 1ld>ddlR^I dTId ^ ^ f^jrn 

51 TT^ft ITJcD 13l yl?l ^T Hxldl 17 ^> 
^ ^ IPft 1 ^ A. '-jRhmI (lle^H) sTgd 

^ t\ m ifWf % 

(p3,i0tizati ° n ) ^ct 

^rnt iff ctirft ^dllR: f^rpr giTj ^ iff nHt 
^ £i ^8 mRhii %• nciv^i, 

^(ci^vl^'i Prf^lcT 1%1 11 Ten 1 Y ip?j 

3inp 5c^nft gqnl -Bfirisj 

?cl[fl 7ftd«e^7fl nt mfr tl 

^ ^3% A (f%%d) (TO HcT 

^1°) %fcT1 Tfr^fi^Ttt ^ 17t If 17 f^1T7 

^151 ^ 5micE7 % frl l^iruy A 

^rstcfft AA\ TJTtf TO IT^ ^1 17^ 1 >^ \jdl^ 

H ITdll7P7 771^ % 


Oi)%««c^^} ^ Id^ 1 ^ TO n Tniryipi^icTPr f 
^RTffiP'-Wfit ^gi 3Tra^ri ^t-r^| ^ 

^ QcaiRd dvl ^dii 1? ^gT HT |t'% 

3Tfanm Hi Zp"feTtJ ITdlf^d m 3TI^^RIl 

^ ioo% ^ 3 #rh %i ^cu am prf^i 

^TPid m usA dci ^-wnf^Tci 

SI^c7> m 3frfrlRJ 17^1^1 

I 

A 20 ^ 3m^d r m?i7 tt^nr - 

f 2000 ifcl^zj dlT ^ 3000 ufcl 17 ^ 

^Jc1> A> UT^aici 7ST ^| 71^7 ^ IlfQd i^j\ 1 

^#n? 5T1R 3T2rid 7Tr-3rra?r wif m ^T ? 8 31 % 

Tl)«6e^7ft SI7I 4>f^ Tjffqi a^a i^t t^n m 
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EftcfcR qq 4t qq> qcfrq wrm r?3t qqr ti ywilcid 
y^]cq> qq q?f w 3R q & faq 3TRR qr I%crr A 
?wt 4 ftfrer wra m qq4 qm qq qwr 

3fH^Trqqrmqi 


00} 

q^qjqi qrqn 3 ?f?t 13 qq qqqr srepqF toft*} 

sufHd ^61 f4>dl 4 idi qicj^i y-sm ^i H4 <ql Pi<qi<?t 

^ fcTq qqRoi FTF? 1 

qi^cii ^rqiq ^ ^q 13 qr~ q^ri y^cd> 
ywiftld q"?qpT q?l ?F,3T 20 qq yqdlftd f^Rn 
wtl 

(11) 


yMchi fq^r qq dididid q> fcrq y wildd' cr 
qq urff qqpF qq q) TRte trr<t qqqiq 
cRTI q4 2011-12 TT 2013-14 fciq ^qHl^d 

3irdfqqr1 TRRqqTTfa fq Rl4^T>3R^di 1 


8 3 tjsttj qq q?qf <f> ^3rR y^d cfRrf i^q ftl'id 4 \H& sJNI wtnifcla qq1<T 

c^HH 3 cJK^ra fcpt | RfHcM qf&qi Toq ^tf^T W £’- 


3 q?£pq q> -3TFJR q? f^RltcT qrTTRR cFFtf faq H'KIiftci qr 3 TFTm yqioH 3 > cPT 1 ^ 

iT^TT^ q 7 4 t cTT^qR^ chi TTWrcT fcfRTf qTJT #1 

Ftr imirR ^ 3mm- q? wr 4} ^kiiIcr qqqt 37 fciq qq> uxj<*r> qq ? 

11 qfct tR 4 TcR /•'iR'R rT^TT ^ 45 wfcT ^d+ilcy/dl? cT 3 >- £l cfr Pt<R <5 

3 Ra #qq>qTr qr q?p^ & $r A S'RT q^qq ^ q^ ^(-hich^ f&rfcr 4 Ff r 4 H qq 
fcffrqqr feqro r q^fl *ft ? n yfircpf 4teq / qqn? ^45 

qfq <p\ 4teq / qm qm^R 4 ^Rq £31 

chiilcf] 4arqq qq fa-\\<t> 26 2011 ^ qwr q qq^r qfcrftqq Ic^rTi y^qci q?i 

1 1 fciifo ' 24 oqpq 2011 iq% qq % qwr ^ % 4 )€t ?rt qqrq qq qfrdqqq 

qr qqqi ft l cRU T qq^cT fcfrqT $| q?T fcuyPmi cRTT £H\ qq HR^m 

difcfqq 




q^q qi^icFqrji 

I 

qq^-2q i(q^) ^ ?wi 3 

q q^ 200309 2010-11 ^ 

fcTq qRRT 21452, 171 10 d ? -F 12799 q^ 

qq cf> qmrom iitq^ qntq ^ 

^U^qi-^^q>^q qRT q^M'^q qjprq 
fqRi qq qq qq ^tfr yiwto q^Riq 

q? 3fRR3t :pq?I 23208 18235 ^13939 

j €\i% q qR qfr tit ? 1201311 crq> ^ 

qT^’ 31 ^ qqmq FR°T, 2013-14 rFF 

qrqqq qpq qq* 3qqj^t' q^t # ddddi 

Mlcfl ?itt y^q IcFq qq qiWI q 
#qqqqq-n y^Hkid qr ^q qi?mim 
zf qf^ ^ qf^qtcR t <RTT ^ttr* 
q^HT ^1 

FT^ q^H ^TT qqq qqr t 7f)qq>q^-H 
(7#q qi^) cTTF)^ qtJt^q: q? q-p^- 4 
q?4 3TRTT t qq^TTR 7ftqqrqq-[| ^ 
qT<q5l <ql ?l ifn d q ^iqlqn 

<bA\£\ ^ qnrF qr fcraR qft fetRH 


m 


uu 
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RuHEPWETtigTlcl 


3Hq^q> t\ 

3F?T 3lqqqt q^t ^<acl FRT 

fa? 0? 3flWl q>t TT^FTcTT F^T qd 

£^dtl 

wf-2^ % 3T?pfcT II *R - 62855, 48131 
cRIT 42876 d^ cf,' <b£*u qnqmiq 3#^ 
^d C^t TRjcl tend 41562 26874 rRn 
25446 €\p] AA& ^ tl ^ 
3TcTmT. cldHM (Plviqc q>t) H^frT, d^ l 
?T^IT 3RI ticq>l ^ 3ITqR 
ctf 201 M2 d 2013- 
14 d d-FR teW tef tr ^ 3Tfqj^ 
49600. 54600 ?Rn 61700 3F[R qR 



W 2010-11 <F t^r tef gRT 

^Tef^T q^ K^Hv^cft tend. 

3RHFft tr TTRTf^T ^1 xjfd ft.q 
2010-11 TRTR Ft x^qq d q^ 2010-11 

MKcTl^ ?J3^’ ^ tend ^ 
qRqKTT qRdten aqqrt te} Tin qrte 
#1 FTT^j 3TcTTqr qF ■‘ft qcTRT w t 
2010^11 TPTRT dd qrq. qq-sdl q?FT d> 
cRq<q TR qteR ITFTcTT cf> fpR 
d^qt te[ qq tend q^ 2011-12 ^ fcF? 

1.70 6TRT d^£ d 1.75 cTT® dd£ qq> 
HSTTq^ 2012-13 ijtete 1.75 eTR5 
'&&{ tend d 1.80 c4R5 d^J, qq> 
<t?ft#tel te? th i f | ciq^HN, d'Fec^d 
d 5FR-2n F ddfte <^d teqd qq 
^qRqjcPi qd rPTT ITRcT qd | 

^M^-2q d 3TfPfcI. IV *R - q^ 2008-09 d 
2013-14 qq> & te q ftte <d teiRd 
«HT?n (tRld 3) 51600 tRd nfrT q^ qq? 
qrgq q>t qf d c^w qnq ten qnq, t 
qm terfte d d 

dqwft gRTI qfc d gRT 

tette fte qq ^ d. qF d ttc ten 
f^ qqT dqTRTft ^ ^Ff qq>R tette 
sfri q^r dter ten ti 51600 % 

^TT 3ffqj^ qrt UTR tey ^cft^T 


F^ 3nqvd h, teqnTFH trjt q^R % 
dq nt ^ tetet q>t FeRcT. 
T tenR H te q?R ^ #q 
q^dqd qf^ FeRTcT cRn «kitel 

(RfRTT) cRn teqd dreteT yqieH 
tr qteld qq Riqc TIFT 
/ feFR qte ?nte #1 qqr 

Wd q^r ?nte qte ^ item 
te qq #1 cRTTR qf^ %rftd 
q^ ?nft qRTq / 3FJ£^q eTT^ qtel d. 
qft qdrpT 4 qte ^rt qrfcrq?rm ten 
^Tl. TFT 1?. te^TT qRcft £ fti 

tej nn 3ffq>% qnci teit qn 

qten _ 

t^ q 2010-2011 <$\ TRTtd ^ qrq 
FRT dte nidinid A q'ldd 
^ nf t qsn qqqq q>r i 
^ctendq ynm qd nten Fntej. 
jq 2011 A teq^jd ^rt tr-^ct 
te^d m di teruft A terq 
ten rr qqtei 


51600 v^fd q>t sftch cm ttete 7p" 
(F^r qrqqq qd qRTm w) d ^t^ttr 
ften w 1 1 qqqqR vionlRirn tr 
qqteq amen nte d d^ ^nd q^f 
qr^qqR dq^t qf £1 




[m in —'mz 4] 




ft rop Wm 
W7 A tft PjtjlRcT SRTcTT 
^Rsfe TfupfFoft ft RRJ 5RcJ ft\ ^TT^I 
^RTcpI cjTTcT?W?TT # c^l Rb, ^TvPT ^ cfj^K 
eft-lcT UxildtlJ - ^^vj^icn^dlxci ft 
R d^Tel c£t SFRRT 

MMcbl 3TRTR €tW^ 

$1 


arRTcTT v3M<Mtl J IcT ^ J RPTF 'HMK u l WT 

^ feFTcfr ft] vjTRtrf^rar ^ fcr^rrf^RT 

cfRcfr HRT cf?F ^ tl ^£1 ^ 

cfotfr^r ft\ 3tRtRw feRRft itt^t wft\ 
ft] ifti anrowT %\ #^wt-h 
mi) cTT^TRT ^ftAz ft ^rP' ^ 

3TRTT 1 cT^TR, # I ^JRRT-II c£ 
ftmi RTpIR cfR^t ^ RNi^RT ftftft 

3TTTR <R fcRTR fftm RFfT RT%^ I 


ITlDiOtJCl 


3TRT 3TR7 fTcTfeR 
3TFJ ^ t ?^TT A xHIHRT (3TR7) 

t ?RIT RT^Mt tl "dcT^TlR. 
W^lcH 3Tf^Rt^ ft qR<t>cW mA 
toR^f^TT 7 ^ Wtl 


cbQlcl 2005-06 <P ^TTcTRTRT cRT vIR 
T^t t, mftft yWIcl 2008-09 3fR RR% 
^ 3RT& t cTOT 2008-09 

^ 5000 ^ 

f^RT, 3fR ^TlRR ^ 
mm ft PPm fcTF? yft?F ( r R0 ftA 
ti cRnfa, ^5 

mi W\ fcJcfTRT cT^TT ^R°T RRR 
RCRcfR <^-p "SRTTf c* Pl^Hl cj^t ^ I 
cfRcF l?t KJ^ef^T '<7RR 1? I 



664GI/2012—5 
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XI'W c^i| «j<j <J >7 ^ 47717 £ ^77 

^IMX fellX f^T ajTPTT ^TT%y 1 


eiMId y >7 66% fifrTRTT 

5 TW tl eTT?T^t A ^FTT ^ m t 

^rt 'cTta^x?! 4 ^ cpt^l vyq-^>^ 

*R ^ ^ feTXi arjqfcT ^cTT ^Tl 

^Etdq 4 tR Tffft 

®?. <m*ft im^FT 

^t^ L7 ET^m^t?rrei^t 1 y? 

3fk ^ «ffc3> oZPT % ^>*7 if 

^ 5 fhq?T cERI y >7 3rfSfa> ^FTT ^TTI 

5x1 ^Rx« 7 T A, k tcRTR trm tr 

f^iR f^TT ^ipn ^nfty, cfqtftr 

^MW>X / £d*f £f>t cfR% ^7 

«1«J*1I'1 #TJT|)TRT ^STEETI 

^ ^efT 3TT # rT®TT A 

^ SRjd*> 3E£H)ftd / TRfeT 

^JT #1 ^ 77 ^ 3 TeimT, TR 

XIHl^ia., 5T^<g flrjldd cfHTcT 
fallen 5I4TR ^31 cER 11 ^T y^R, 
cEfET 37 ^ f^T^ ^77 %i Wch ||| 

A> ^>KU|, ^ 77^ 

vaMt<l»x 'ta'Hq'il cWT 'THc^l 3T^WR7 
^TT TR^ ^T#t «R?TT tl ^T JI^R, 

% iJ'klM ^ ^ 

JT^TeET cfHTcT ^| 


JieRtici R<*d tr 'fN^cr 47777 cfTf 

Jj'P'H'i ^irfl §, *^1x1 ^f> ^ 7 cw 41 iefijnrf ^ 
f^ w^K jrrg ^ / cpt ^stt / Rmrcrw 
tjRqg-i ^T % fcf^f 5 PTT 7 , 

ftrnm mosm cnf TjTft A #, cii?. ^ 

^ t sfft v 3 JW cra> 3 

^ Wn^FIjr^ fry vSTTct # cWT 
^ ^ TR ^Hcfc 47777 357 yicli^T 

f^TT vjflcii 1 ?, cR* ^T 5 PTR 3 EJHcT 

'l^l yfETT 



BT ^ vifT 

^RT IRcllfatf IPTR 

£RT cTFjfolf Tm% ^leT UWf <f>t 

^ht A «r^cT vrtiwi t\ 

^ 'tWI^ ^ «I^?T ^ t 

^ % f ? ^er <A ^IcT ^ 

^WW 5 ^ 4 ^cl ^ t. 3 P 3 J 
^Iswjv:xi <P\ ^oiqi A HWlfcId JJ47R 

^ Ufax-Ht^ldiqj tl 5 R?rra c|f|- 

leHT XRJo3> ^ lfy?A ¥t 

"J*>xd t % ijpr Ai wft t 

'^l' 5 6 C^'dl q^^R f^X|j>. 

^wfl ?RJ|R § ^ 471 ^ 

WT ^7 ^IdH t 1 
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8.5 wrafoRoft 2010-11 % *\™M A> 

3 ra?H oTHTcT foR°ft IR^cT ^ t # ^ A f^T ^ #1 


9. ffid l j t , <3MqW<ftT TT 3 ff appft afa ^ U^r ^A cWT HfcPIT 

gfR c^t Tjf^nfr ^> *ITO v^t ^ % f^, Tift ^ tt cIT I 7 fctf w 

irh toT w ani vdM^^ i chTii aff ^ vm ~^AA> wmz %*fr£t afk nftem 

Cfvtf <PI 3PRfa ftRIT wan3fkv^7i^f%3i^ OTffT ^R 4Rt ^T 3^te t^T W ! 
*n*cfk ^ci^T fAm afft'^rfr ^t tflffitf mA\ fewfrror wzgi m tl ^c^?ft afft 

A tft ^Rftant a?R ^314^ AA toW <R 3PRT ^3 tR TO^T t1 


10.1 3TC 3 3PTt TO fcrfa 30 f^PR, 2011 ^ 5RT ^ 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 

3^ 2010-11 cfr cT^ % fcf^ kJO^Sc jJRT f^tecT *lcqiRld, WScTT *lt£ % 3llFsc^5 

^eR TO ^ ofFTcT afR ^TTST 73TcTT TR^cT f^Pft t1 2010-11 ^> qitcift^ ^ cfRcT <fA 

3T^TcH f^RT 3?R 'a?Ttte RFTcT ftcwuft U^cT eft tl 'tfl'Ssc^'cfl A ^ f^RT t fc^fcTcRTjfrl^T t 

( -^m BTf% ^3T t TFIe€t ^ t 3RR t elT./Blfa. ^T t *ft qiwfaqKjl 

^ sitok *r f?RT tot t afR %ftft % ftg tosM % ^r^rn arj^t jfc ar^moR 3ft 

4, ofRTcT ftcRft 3 TO^ft ^TTO ^ 3TOR TR 11 TOt ftRPTT ^T A 3RR ^> 

4 f^RT T RT t 1% cfRTcT t, P^T t f^>TRII j^rf^TcT ^ feT? / ^idl'l ^ aTRR 

yraf^pim^?ift ^t wen t fr> ^>t arftpr anm* ^r ifmH f^T w t 

3Rlf?T 3RT^ cpt A> teT^ I ^i, ^1-sec^fl A, 3Plt ^ 27 201 1 ^RT ^ 2007-09 ^ 

^ SRT reffcR ^R 27941 toT I TJ^lt ftR ^ ^RT t f A> vRrO 

zAxm w Fit A> *5R*r Ar*-\\ ^t M?r ^ ftRT ^r ^ tl ^rt gte t fe ^RR-i <R 
cTT?#H ^iTl^c % 3R£fTR f^RT J RTT 11 

10.2. cj^ 2010-11 2013-14 % fcR <?l'S«c<^ft ^RT di j m [clq^u?! ^ tiK’r?I 

aifcicpl ^®W T RTT t: 

(T^TR^I H) 


ftqxui 

2010-11 

2011-12 

3I^HH 

2012-13 

31^HH 

2013-14 

qidr«n?T 

42876 

49600 

54600 

61700 

3TTH 

567.09 

639.04 

703 56 

804.74 

\jL|R otpj 'Ml^d JraTcH cqd 

718.67 

807.07 

871.66 

957.55 


110.36 

108.41 

108.46 

108.51 

/ Mf<^T 

(-)261.94 

(-)276.44 

(-)276.56 

(0261.32 

M^InTcT Hpri 

2061.76 

2054.42 

2034.26 

1926 63 

80% 5FRTT dqqlPldl tcR 'HHiqll'^f 

240.21 

305.29 

312.43 

300.01 

715 PRT 

(-J502.1B 

(-)581.73 

(-)588.99 

(0561.33 

UdlcH 3ifq 3» % 4) toq 4 'tyfi qfdT 

(-)88.55% 

(-)91.03% 

(-)83.72% 

(069 75% 


^ 1 HIHcf A TRFRf c|>i4qiftqi ^ qiftjcp'<" tJ T % cFrateRT ^ arf^ei'^'l ^ ^Mel^T 

11 hrt afR mft strt cffr M t^nrfW ^r w ymf^ ^A areFT ^r ‘hmt ^mpn i A 

ajft ^RTT?3 http://tariffauthontY gov m ^R A\ vdMc'V&J q^yql^ ^fpptl 




O') 


(») 


(Hi) 


^ WtcT Iqj-arafr 31 I*, 2010 TO «l ^ . j™* 

2011 $*|^$TOTTOnf^| ^ 2 ^ 

T*"” ^ 21 2011 * ™ * w« «**! tar 

^ ^ * 2010-11 * ^ ^ t 

«?m tef m uri fcro so stok, 2011 « ^ * to* 

5 *1TW *TC W^Tf ^T<d $te«qKf) 5RT 5R=fcT ~fit xrfeft-nr 

^/W^-m-I # 5 H f^pr % ,^ 1 ,, T |, 

%5jJl3* ***** w *** 2.13 a? *f^ r *r f ft 

2\£TJ^L?Z! 

J®* * *** *1 $ sigro * fart to^TL* 

fJ°J2[ ? fe 09 ’ 10 m * "* * ** ^ ftww f^qr <nr to m. 

*g* * «R &■* ^ * tot ^ w 

^ 2 ™!"!" 1 *** 2007 ~ 08 * 2009 " 10 m * ** * ft* tott&JiS 
^rjyqi^r f&ir sir to) 1 2007-08 t 2009-10 $ ^ 

^r. «**» TO 4 s,* 

«TO-I^»r 3 Bar ^r % to, ^ ^ smft |: ^ 


fa) 


(3) 


RTi! * 1i° % ^ ^ * TOW TOR (*T 

^LfiJlff** ^ * 2007-08 t 

2009-10 TO $ TOf % TOMIJTO it f*(T TOT 11 

frofl-ro f ?*J? ^ OT am dto 

2T *£ ^ *" «* ^ * *&r, ^r-^RT toI? 

^ I* 1 **™* * 
m w ^ ^ ^ ^ wr/wPr ft 

S ^ ^ f^T I, ^r-qttto TO qa nRr 

STMT 11 ^ 
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S|4 2007-08 3 2010-11 cffi $ Ftftp f 4 Ft ftF Flffo Tl# 3 
Fsf dlidftft OTTF ft, RTftF yifti^l Ft ^ ■Srci'Ici Fif «4M '3TTF 

ftr ftFFR, Rft ttffttR' Rift/Fi^ ^hhi ^ f^jtft RrokR 3 to 

3> FR 3 F^t FTFT ^TRTT I, T#PTT ftFT TOT 11 

^ FftlR ftFT I ft ?TFt ^sTRft ftRR Ft ft7R # TO 
3 F^ 2010 3 R? 3t tl 5TTT TOFlftF 26.15 Tfl Fft #? 

FtcT ftT ft FT ^ «FTO $Rft 20/- T^O FfcT ^1^ FtcT ftF ft P^iqrfi 
FT 3t I rT^TT 7 ftF 3 12 'ft? FFT ft TOft ft ft T£7 ft 11 

OTFTtF ft TOJF, TffF^ft ^ FFft 3TTT ft FT? FTT TOT ft fftRcT ft 
^T^RT THTF FFR ft FTcTTf F#f fftFT 11 TOft, FFT FF TOFT FITife 
#n ft Tsnft toft 5fji ftro sftr tto, ft fpjftt, 3 far 

FF t, F^fft cj^HR ftt ft HN 7 PtF ft fasi^ RrftRrl t I 
TftTOjTft 5TTT «RTf Fsf G^FcT ft-Efft ft ‘3TTFTT FT FF FcftcT ftdl I ft 
W$\ ft^FT ft fft? TORT FFTT ft ftFRcft FT ft R^Fft ft F^ I, 
ft TO 7MTF Rr ftt^ FFftp TOT Fft FftFTI 

ftR^rff 5TTT dl^TlF FRIT FTOft, 2001 ft FTcTTCTT fftFT W RT I ftft 
F9JRP ftfttFF FT FFft^ F?ft TRR, ft^gftt ft RFftFTOT RFT RT ft 
FfftRft ftftt q FF ft ftTO TOftfft Rj ^ ^cTT TO ftf^TOT «TT I 
<t4lft ^ <FTh ^RT ^ vJq?fsET TT^f ^5t, FTT^ ^41^ ^PT ft 1 ? 
TFTO ^ TO-% ^ FFT, RTO FR^T^FT ^ FT '3TFR TOR 

$\ $[ i tor ^ fft <pt If trt^, toM ^ 

RTT FT 2007-08 ^ 2010-11 ft?# >3^ ^ ftF FITT-^ ^ TR ^ 
FFT 2011-12 ^ 2013-14 F=P ^ FFf ^ ftF Fft <F^FRt ^ ^TfftTT 4>t 
tl 

2005 ^ F^P .«il#lM s FF ftrft ^#RT F#f I, RFT TOM ^F 3 
FftTcTT FTFT FFiTT Fftt FRTT ^T FFT «Pt^ 3TO FftF ^RT ^ ftF 
3FTRT F Ft I F^<FP ^ FTTR TTTOT ^ ^tF ftFT W FT ft 

FF F^P fttltTR ^ ftl FFftf 4 TFTO ftTR/TTFT^t ^Pt FhR ^ 
qtqd F TfTTTF FI TTRPR ^ FTt TRF ^ 3TFFT 4^1^ Pl u ft <^[dd *1^1 
ftFT 11 

FT? FctFR FFft ^ ^TFT =Pt^ 3RT Fftt ^RT ^ ftF FFTRT F#f I, 
TFT^t $ TRF ^ TTTOT ^ ft^TR fttST TO F Fft ^ FTOT 
^flF^Tft FTTT ^F TTFT^t, F?pP ^?T ^ WT '3TFFTF FF 

Ft ^T^TR ft?# RFft ^ ftF FITT ^ ^ TR F OT^FcT F^t 11 
Fft ^t R^FHf Tt ^t ftFT TOT 11 

5*T ft^^FR F Fft F^ fMcT ^ ftTFftcT Fft ^ ftftr TTTOT Tt TO 
FtcTT I Ft FF FTRFPTF TftF^t ^ F9J^P 4tt TFttSTT ^PT TOT I 
rflft FTFFT ^PT ftftF Fft fR^ 5R ^ FfrfftftF Ft Tift I 
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fa) fen I q tor w 

f^TPPI, % 3T|HT T FT# q4 =£ faq 3Tf!rR Wi R #1 4t 2t TRT 
^ ^ Tlftl ^ Krfm 11 ^TO-f^TPI % RFTT W ?ftq femT, 

'SKI ^ It ^ ^ % f?R TI^T, eH^RT =RR $ TFpTTT 11 

5TTT ^FRT-ter 0 ! 3 vifoiRsM ft®cft $ faq i^rf 
fton 11 5RT Sl^ff foq qq ^TG cT i ^^u; ^ gq^ 

SK\ «l , W-ftcK u I % Tf^fferT #T fejq ^ *#EfT f^RR ^fTcTT 
ll 

fa) *pf, 2009 5$p 3lfe % $ ^t !Ft ^T qrqjR qSfa qq 

#m, qftqtaqr ^ <$ w ii.4o ^o afct erf $ 

^ TPT TTT ^ W SJT | fe?ft 31#! eft faq eft 

f^fe 3 q^t $fecbju| OFTM W 11 

fa) sfe ^ ^ ^W-MORTcT Rife ^ OT^FTR, faq?T f^IR afifemT Hpft 
^ I, tor qq^qr^tq^^cft^^ sfer f M fer 
^ ^ ^iwr W 11 dkfrftR % qq£ q* # ^ $ 

^ ^ fel ft«TT OTfepff $ q*F qFT ^ ^ it ?nfe fer w rT^TT 
^ RR ^RT Sft *ft *felT fe 11 <M3 SRT ^«3$\ 30 R^ 

^ mR^hi ^ ^ ^ 

R^tn 4^t <iMid-Rlcj<uj if rphr wef ^ W 11 ^qi-qftta 

cJ^R-Rsf 3 RRI^ 4^ fer f&R OTlf^lRf if qi£ TT ^t ^fif RR ^ 
?TTfe feT W I cRR pr RT«fa if ^q^lH *ft gq^ERT ^T 
^ H?f[CR ft>qi W 11 

fe^t q^q> '3H^?I % TO %IT fel W RT, -3TW q5t^I qq 

iftfei ^ qpr ^ ^q * q ^>iq qq f^ ^ ffcrf ^ qfe»R 

^ M^tct ^ q^ IM ^ ^ rht w li 

(si) fer-£fef ^ ^IwiRaa qfef % 'Stjhr, ^ifertt ^ qRq«m rf\ 
si 11 ssx oifeq <ht qfe$Ff qq> w ^ qq^ mrmr am ^ ^q 3 

fe W 11 %[T f^ Fte^ft SRI qfe w |, qifer ‘^S’ RFTT 

w 11 ^Ri-qftte ^qq-qq w ^ ^mr rpit vstrit 

%\ tfW«ss*f) ^ feto ’Jjft nr mR j i u h to Rra^r ft*rc onfeqt 

^ ^ qnfertt ^ft ^ q^T fe 11 «m ^t ^ferft ^ 

qmmqj ^q ^ M t ^ ^ g?ft qqqr $ { ^s’ rht ^rtt I, fer 
rar ^ oim qrof if qq>R qRRqWf 3 arqqjq qq ^£c^u | 

^ ’Siyiit rht «nm ti ?h to ^ PiqjRici Ff ^r onfeqf <rt 
Riq^r ^ 11 * cru qpr ^ ^q ^ q q^ >3feq q^tq ?nfe t, «it q4 
2007-08 ^ 2010-11 m % feq qiTO 3637.99 cTRsf K), 3643.77 
W3 ^0, 3532.86 ^TRsT ^0 qq 3424.38 WS ^0 tl 


[*rrn ill—4] 
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yrf^FTTT 5RT ftfft 30 Rtt*«K ( 2008 ^ Wtel ^ $ 
^ffTT, RIFTRt TOT $ wiq^idl $ 'STcT’fa ftj dRt 4|8 Wdf =R 
<§53* ^FTC $ TR 3 *TFft RTcft 11 R TO I ft 

^RT TOT $ 3W7 5.2 $ S^plTT, 3F OT^TT <tft RRft | ft 3S 

$<fr£t ^ siRft tr *f #f ftrm srroft 3 R 1 ^ 3F ^ to I 
ft ^sn-trflte M 3 tott m #f ftro, ^ arn^ 3<f $ 
Rr 3#*T % 3>t M '3T^FT 7 ft 3 TRRfd 11 33tft TO 3#*T 

wiM, <m $ 5^qnf $ Rraftr M I, Fnftq, M ^-wwM, 
sppftRt fjft $ $ ^7 3 Rf4 it <%^*$\ $ ffe 

R *TFft RH7 I 3F Rfft* 3*R f7 ft yRft HTF R Rr ^T ftTR % Rr 
3#*T 3WM4) dMl4lftd Ft TO*ft d«JT 34 ddlfti ^ 'JTT 4iT <JTT 
3#R gWiqtft d ft*TT pTTcTT 11 SR^F 3<f R RrsIT-<RtRTcT M R ^ Wl 

Rft ftTR R 50% <TT ^-TOTOft 3st 3?fad, 3>flftRt <£ft % <735 RFT 
R “^7 R *TT4t Rfift 11 *t"t 3>ibTT 5RRffl RiRi&£, TTFJW RF5 4R 
RlRRs ^riR R TOt 3 TOTR ^ $ 3FpR 3F t! 

(3f) ^i f 2007 R ftsR ST§?35 ^T R, RtW*T 35T TOT-TOW 3<f 

2007-08 R 2009-10 d3> R Rr 35TO 60%, 72%, ^ 74% 
^HlPlcI ft^T W 9TI ftsR !7§?35 TTSTtTOT $ <?UM RW®^R) STOT 
1,20,000 3<f 2007-08 ^ 2008-09 % Rr *fl4t *R, 3 Rtt ft 

Rte^jtft 5TTT RlRffi TOR 3 ^ ^ ^ ?T^T ^ 2009-10 ^ ¥ 1. 
40 W3 7TR | v3gft?T ^ ^ 3M\ Ft^ 

^ TOT ^ ^#TsT 7# ft^TT 11 

F?Rt *TT*^r SRF TO R ftTT I ft te(H 

^f TOT 1,40,000 # ^TT TOft I ?RTT ^Tf^T TOT ^t *TF 

ftf W I ft 3 1,40,000 ^ 5lft ^ 

TOR c^t TOft ll 

TO ^ ^ ^ ft7 TOT TOt 7 ! 2007-08 ^ 2009-10 WZ % 

% Rr fFT^T: 41%, 52% Ttf 34% ft^cTT I TRTT ^4 2010-11 ^f 30. 

63% TOT 11 2005 $ ftlT-ftM % *TF Rf^RcT ft^TT W | 

ft Pf^lRld ^pft ^ R^f (TOaMt) 45T ^RTT 4R^ % Rm ^TO 

60% 4TT TOT TOW FRIT ^nft7l 2005 ^ Sf^F R^-Rf§Tt % 
TO?T-2.9.11 ^ ^TF RRrerfRcT ft^TT W Ift RTO W ^ 3TcT% 

^5 <3Tp|cjl4dl3ff ^ ^TR ^TR 5nF^ TORHT ^RT RR?T ft*TT TO I 
dt TO RTQ7TT, #t FHjR ^TRcTT ^T TOtn TO 

d ft^TT W Ft I 

rr^m ^ qRft^: 6 3 RRft jm4)< u i/RtRb n=l4t wt qr ^R ^t ^ 
ftn r?rrR RR?t hr *rm ftrr w I, ^ ^tt dmro 5,000 yft 

w d45 q|R TOT 11 ¥7tft TO, R^RRT #TT ^ *dT ddi q|4t 

I, FdRm rrRr tot ^ w qftfiRro ^R tor rt Rtot dft §3 tt 
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I I R <F?T I ^ 2005-06 3 R 5,000 yfrf qi£ 

3FT tor «n, TFT: $ TT^FfR f^3T Hi qW #TT qiRq qi, 

^ .qrftq i $ f j% sm 2008-09 qq 

Wfc ^ 3 5000 ^3 qfrT m: qr*ft STFfT q#f f%qT Wl TFT: I'flt 

3 fttsi 3 Riq w m 1 1 qrq^q, qrqr 

I ft •qr Tj r $ tfjttr, qqi ^ qii qq ^ qr 
Pn^T srt q^?t 3 ftqT ^tt ^ft I ^ qR 3 

srm q^T ftq qq q?t s^ft P wt gq cff <m 

q^jT ^ PR?t ; 3 tfjfr qqrq qq t, tfe Prqtftq 

gft qq, q^pF foiT-PRsTT q Prqtftcr qr^qn qq wi 

|q 16 % $ Ff^t q5t TFjqft # ^ 1 1 


(iv) fa) 'qrcqftF' m tq*$R q§jFF 3 ftR qq 'TFTFHf' $t gem 3 
HITTST cTTteFT^ f^FJT W |: 



^TT^ t 2007 ^ Oflifcr ^ {%?4R1 >1^ JpppT 


4IW|4d> 

V- '■ ■ -i 

1 V 

1^4 < u l 




2007M38 $ 




2007-08 ft 
2009-10 ^ 

41'i 


2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2009-10 cT3) 

^er #1 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

%n 

4I4I4TT iF 

72030 

86440 

103750 

262200 

27941 

62855 

48131 

138927 

-47% 

Jf3FT *iN 

1450 68 " 

1698 44* 

1992 58* 

5141.71 

100148 

957 67 

687 04 

2646.19 

-48 5% 


1260.56 

1493 92 

1822.46 

4576.95 

927 73 

981 07 

817 39 

2726.19 

-40.47 o 

l"n H T -1 3 ifqs!q 

190 12 

204.52 

170.12 

564.76 

73 75 

-23 40 

-130.35 

-80.00 

-114.2% 

F^ll'H 'f^l 

2536.50 

2383.60 

3144 70 

2688.27® 

3637.99 

3673.73 

3532.86 

3604.86® 

34 1 % 

^CNl-..i-lt> k, o ^ TT 
rn 

405.84 

381 38 

503.15 

430.12® 

582.08 

581 0 

5C5 26 

576.78® 

34 1% 

JC T^p <J- ,37 f-Ts-l 
n 11 3PT 1 ■! if 
!’ , TT?i 3THU jfi 85-46 

-301.18 

-262.31 

-418.49 

-901.99 

-508.33 

-606.40 

• 695 61 

-1810 33 1 

| 

^0 ^ cpl ^ 

tt TFfRqrT 





_ ...1 



i 

...... 



*sraraq-«R qqtft 3 t^tr ^cti m ^ a ite^ 3 ^ 10 % ^ $ jp^ Ti 

HHI j|T TRi 1 

■'«' 2007-08 ’1 2009-10 m. $ 4^ $ fan )?> T7l ^lfcTT t| 


fa) %f ft 3qrT mtcFFT 3 ^ *FF?TT t, qR 2007-08 Tf 2009-10 TF 

^ qq! T ftq o-igfa FTPTcr qq T-igsft ftfa R qiq qnqRrr ft r 

TT ^ qk 18.10 qqfe FO I, ^qqft qp, 2007 T j TF I ;J 

'-ETPuq ioxorRc qr^ 4 fMO 9.82 qRt? fo ti ^: 

q^FF frvn-fq^ff $ ^qqq 2.13 ^ otiff fqr^ qyj^F ^ff ^ f^q 

qfq qTFqtqr ^ftfcFF qq [ctxiiq ^4Pi*9ITT FI F ) l|^ i qpdPl'F ^ FFr4 

^ + 3TqqT - 20% R OtPTF 4 f^FTH qq ^ ^ ^ ^ FTlMcT 

$ 50 % q?t orq^ q?jFF ^ % doi4lPid Fm ^fit ?qfrq ( 
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(Tf) 4tfcFB TOT fttffa 4TT4 PfMK 4 ftft 4 faftHdl 20% 3 '3#R> ^t 

11 gcRT <TTft4T 4 tflT ft ^sff STT TOcTT I ft STgRlfacT RR ftt ^HT 

4 ti3lfocT cil^ite ^TTcTRTRT 47% TOT 11 4 y>3T t ft ft 4t 

4 6tnRcR 5TTT tfWRicT TOT ft44T TOTOTcT ft 

^ir°T TOT ft4ftt 5RT d[$4*t TOR $ <gS TO TOTO4 TO4 ft 

MR u IIHr4b4 4fe^4t 4 4lfli4ici 4ft HWI TOT Te4l 
mf\ g^FTT# 45 TOT 3TOW 4ft TO * T#BR 4RcTT 11 #JTORT 
gpf^IT'STf 4ft TOTT ft TOT STOft ftt TOT^ TOT sRT TOT ftt TOT 4 
met gq ft witro to4 tot Fteft yg^B 3 tt4$t 4 ^ 4ft 4ft 
-ftqft cTRTcf-ftR^T 4 4?Tt^ ^ 4f I, TOT TO TO43TOT SRftcT 4ft FtcTT 
ft 2007-08 4 2009-10 cT4T ft 4*4 ft fe# 4ft yfagtcf ftt 

^rm i 4ft«g4t 4 4t- ft yg?*B 4 fts?ft toiRt ftt eiRr ftt 

TRTTftlftcT TO4 ftt TO ’fiff'ftt 11 

(v) Tfr^tft ft 4cfro <T(f ft TOT ftt Ito ?R TO* TO 31 TO*, 2010 ft TO ^ 
5f^ ^ I 1% 1 2010 45 TO 4ft TOTfa ft fay 5RT TOlRfcT 

<5T^4 ftrf TOT ^^4 cTFTet 4 34^ 3Tf4$H TOlft "44? ft fee* RfftRcT ffty 
un4 cffe yg^B 4 <jft cRF 4 TRffecT TOT fTOT TORTTI 4^ 2010-11 ft 
^ m _f^cTO j 2007-08 4 2009-10 TO ft fee* M4 4WB 4 TOTT^jRft 

4j|4w u lfel TO 'STgTOT TOft §4, 4RR R>4T TO" 11 TO TO 4? TO43T TOftfeTcf 
ftcTT.t, TO TO 44 2011-12 TO^T ^ TO^t4) '3TT TO4T, TO: Tffeo^Ttt SRT 
5r^t orgrot ^ totr 4T 4?# 4^ to?t Met, ^rt to 4 4ft 4^ I, 

rp- ift fcRTTT teft TOf4 ^ T^4 4 4T RT4T TOT I Rj TOTt 

ygro witTO toto ^ ftro '4rote’ 4ft w$M 4ft to i 

4ft ftftFTcTT R^TtftcT ygTO Hl4Pl^Tt 4 MR cl T4T ^ 3#4T 4T^ TO ^ 

TO^ yg^B t4?TT TO ^r TOfttftTcT ft4T TO4TI 

mWm TOcT ft4T*T TOIcTT I ft 4^ 2010-11 ftt4 758.61 m3 ^0 44 TOT 
cT4T 44 2011-12 ^ fty ^gHlftc[ TOT 690.06 TO4 40 I, 4t ft OTg^ 
TOcT TO 3T^4 M4 ^ TOtft TO4T 11 44fft 4? TOftTO 44 2009-10 ^ 
ftTR Cft 2010-11 (OT^fTFr) ^ ftty ?Tft 49ltcTT t 44T ^4ctt 4TTTOB 4 4TO 44 
chK u ? | ^ ^ft 2 ? ft 'STgroft 4 ftft TFTT4lftlcT '3ftte 11 

( V i) (4 t) 44 2010-11 ft ftTFT 4TTOg4t 5TTT TT4tftfcT 4TTcfft4T TOTTTOT 42876 

^ TOT4T TOT tl ^Tft 4TO, 41^41 5RT 44 2011-12 4 49600 
44 2012-13 4 54600 ^ 44T 44 2013-14 4 61700 4ftg - 
zncTTTOT y^fteT ft4T 44T 11 7jp 4 TOTOt 4 TOT WTT 4TO 

4 gR 44^44 f^ yefa ftftr 4, ft ft toft 4 yrger ftro tot 11 
4nrgr4i sttt trto ftftpr tot fttron ft totr. 4t 43^ ^tto 44 
2011-12 4 49600 ^ 44 2012-13 4 54625 ^ 44T 2013-14 4 
63705 TOTT 11 Rft ftt M MeT TOTcT-ft4T u T 4 TOft TOft I [ 


664 Gl/ 2012—6 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part HI— Sec 4] 


(®) ^ ^ 2011-12 t 2013-14 m t TOf t 

TOTtf 1,70,000 tdl 1.75,000 tiQ TO 1,22,000 tj% 

* ** ^ ^rr tffar 3mtzr m ft % 

^ TO 5^ Wftm Wit if TOlTO ercjstf TOt t fttr 

176267 193894 ^ TO 213283 fITWtl 

< ^W r > W ^ 36 % ^ TO#t 2011-12 t 2013-14 TOi t TOT t 
frR TOTfl 63456 69834 TO 7678^1 ^ TOfiT |, 

tot w, TOr 4 r <Sti4u<H t wrt if term 

^ TOTOPf TOTTOl TO OTmtftcT Wft*f qft TORT t TOft TOT qmr TOT 

%\ 

W ^ * 5R ^ (**ySl) U^r, TOTOT HTcHim sTO W OTO ^RTt 

* 3TOR TO TO TOTT ^ ft ti^-#T«^fl t FW KhT ^ ^ 
2011-12 t 2013-14 TO5 % TOT % tTH 49600, 54600 TO 61700 
^3. $ tfter ^ 5 ? oimt iTOr to TO> i 

t mm fr to to ^ | ft <m*tH to 

^ ^ ^r mi TOftfr 4 qTO flMi^ am tor 

3TTRZT n WT W ^ t TOT TOTOT % TO 

qr totoft q5t srer TOf to wri TOM % wtt t ft 3 *rt 
^ qmR TOr t tT q#mf3?t TO w-fram 3 OTTO ttTOH q=t 
^mr *q % to TO wtot t om tor ^ <$ 

ftq f^3$I qt | TO tlT^ff TO 4 ^sH 1 I ^ <^<4414 % wit ^f 

3Rt CRT TOTO Tit, TOcT-im tTO? 5m TOTO, WTO uTOrfcT 

♦lift Tot owfrt TO TOT I 

trf^ti to TOM TO 4m ormftr mt tt ^ tok^44> ^ej tott 
uifa^ u i tt T)i4^ 4 ^t 11 4>4i<H a?! tm^tr 3msnfa ^nt ^r 
3Jt.WT TO Tfl eH?tTT TOR ^f TR'P^T fTOlRB ^3TOf \3^ITO 4T9t 
##?t Tq t f^TOtlTi 

% TO » ^ T# TOT ^ TO d^fi T^ff TOt t 5RltTO 

* ^ tot to 4 t qrort if tt TO*?n i <ftr ^ qr 

3RT TOT ^ JT^Hlhcl < TTcTRTTT TOT mi £ I 3RT T R fTO f^H 

TOTITO ntro, WTT TO?T Ntf^ 4 ?|TO t '3TOT#T, TOTO fTOt 
t mte 3T5TO1 ^ ^TOT ^ 2011-12 n 2013-14 cIT ^ TOf t 
ftq 15%, 10% TO 16% ^ ??lfcTT ^ I 

^ ^ TOT IHfc TOT TO TO TOITO TOTOf ^ 

TO^II ^ frofro f%tr w ttTOTOT-2 t t 3f^T%cT ^q 

^ qs TOTTO ?TlfiRT 11 *fia t ttcf tor | tT #TORI-2 
5 TTOT TO WTTTO TO q^TO 5 TRTO ^ ^TTO to TOT qifTO , 

t ttot fTOrr t^qror-2 (^#q mi), tor ^ qfrf«T ^f ^ 

3TIrTT t, OPT: RRTO ^ fTOR T^f fTOiT TOT 11 t k^41 5RT RRTftcT 
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$ f?F 34^d 9SJ79; ^99791 sfTrT ^T?T c 1 *A\<1\ 9 <99791 
$ 9ff9> «Bt 91?! 99T9T I, f5TH9) 347rf9 distil, 7fT99F7l-2 t 99T 
!KR «pr 7 ^ 1 1 9rfrfl 9$t 7191? ^T 917fl 1^5^ 9T7 HIHtf 99 
34*399 9$f& 9 ^ 79 $ 9$ % fa 17 ite 99(9T3 9J^ 95t, 9T? 9? 

793 qfi TfPTT^ff 9 3TTcTT I! 9?T 99$ ?9 3W 9>4 7T99 I, 9?, ^919$ 
12 qjTcrfl, 2002 9$ 97F. $ 34999 fWlfad ^F 9T t? 94939 $ 

4i^4i - t!f9F 9 99 $ HifH9 1 1 

(vii) (cfi) dlSVfldl 3 7#}9 9T9T9I9 9> f?F 99J79$ $ 9ffaT9 ?97 yr 3TTc#9 
tH^T/Wlf $ W9T99 ^ 3419 3499T9! 9>T <w4w' j ii 9T y<gd «£l ? 1 

Tte^ffT 517T 97*919 7 ;^ 79T rp- 3Ty#RT 3TFT 97 ft:?9T71 T9$9T 
^TRTT 11 

(7^) 2011-12 9 2013-14 39$ 99f f?F Hsi7^1 -34T9 3 y^'-ft 94 4> 

9 1 ^fW 34^9191 (pHT 4 7%, 10%, of 13% 4l ffe 9cTTf 9^ 
11 teft 349f9 4 99^ 9^ ‘HTf 7Tr T *t 9T9 3419 9? 4l 99T7?1 ? ft 34T9 
eft 9? 99 , ^TTc T F TTcT gfe 9$ 34?f*9 9i?t 1 1 4is«^4l 549 d^MH 9^79$ 
9T 994 93T7*T 3419 97 rf39T7T rf$9f 9TI7TF t 994 HM( 4ldl 11 

( 9 ) 3*744 9 Ft 97 U 9 T 9T ^97 I, 4l««^tl 4 '99f9 4 3p3 RR9 

3419 *ft ^rft.9491 t, 59$ 5T9 99F934$ ^ (%t 4 4$ *W 4 9191 
991 11 te*9 ^4PT .SRTTcrT 4 ft 9? >3419 20 9 30 7TF3 7$Q srfrT 94 
tft $rft ff ^Jrfl 11 erf 2010-11 $ f?F fliwte ftft9 yiPd («9R 9$t 
FJT59P;), 2011-12 ^ 2013-14 99$ ^ 99! ^ f^9 99T^ 7^t 9^ 11 

(9) 9FT 9? 97991 $9T9I ? rf) ^U^7fl 5T7T 97^9 919T9T9 99T 34T9 34^419 
^ ^Uyj rft-' ^rfyiRH 9 $ «ft 9 ^ 7T999 ^ 9 $tf '34J7H 99T 

^9T 99 39 ^ 97^/43T7ft 9$T^ 9?! f9$9T34f % 9 ^ '34^919 %\\?W 

# f^r F f, fST749$ flF 9FT 9^ 9^9$ irf SR^IcT 9?t 9^ 

% 919 ^ tTT919$! ^ 99F IF ^TT9T % <HgnlRa 9rf rf$9T 

991 ^ I 

(viii) (9$) 9^ R^TT-^lt§!t $> $3999 2 5 14 9? ^rf^fT 9^ 9^ I ^ 

.991971^/^^974 ^3419^Tt ^ S49 749^1 9^99, 'HI<9 747997 9T7T 994 
9trf9 TT^ft f^rft 9$ IrF 9t9$ ^79 ^9999$ % 4^HM 7T97T9 9$ Tf^rf ^ 
1J79 ^ 3797-9519! 9$ 1%9 TIHIHlRld 91711919 $ '34^9 91^4 I ?7f 

5nf9cFT9 4 9? Pl u i9 rf$9T t rf> rfrfrf =rf 2011-12 4 Pi v 1h RF 91^ 
9171 9F!9rrft 99 91?93 9> 9?J79$ 749^ TT^t Wt 3 599 TT9?ft 

g^FTt 9> ^F 6% 9) 9571 =^179$ 9?t 34grfrf ^ ^F I 

(m) ^ 49^ 9?t 9H49 99, ’Hlf 97 39947*4 I, W 3413774^ 9^^ 

•49134! 9$ l%9 t^TTt ^ fe 9TTct 11 t 95999 9191919 ^ ^ 

v34T33%! 97 97 3T9T9W! 99 rf7g9 9ftWl 97^3 f9$9T 11 ^Tlt, 
>3413Zrfn! 9)! 9^ ^9T3Tf ^ ^F t^9R % 9F 4ls^4l 5471 R9I94 23 
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2010 cTFTcT qq qq OT^TH 

^ ^ ^ '3W^ M qr ^ wfq % 3 sr^t tor 11 

^ ^ W ^RTdT #5^ft % ^ 

^ TT ^ fefr q$d qT teR q$ f%qT 11 

M 5 RT SR^d fTq qq eTFTcT-toT % ^ ^ W dddT I 

f% ^f T'lTeR oERT rrq 5T^EPT cRU TTPTF^T dqfMH, f^R^f qit <R 
u i Tri^k q$ f, ^nki, ?fk f^W rt |%^f % 

^ *f *P>i£ ^ dkt ' 3 TTO^ q^r ^ qRciRfd tM, 2011-12 

^ kq 343.90 dM ?iO d*TT qij 2010-11 ^ 343.17 dM ?f0 % 
^IRTlte ^ 4 fddT 3 358.73 ^0 ^ 373.70 dM ?0 

°^iPid ti qtf 2011-12 £ kq ^hiPm dwr 2010-11 $ ^r 
TT I cT^T <m?\ <S\ qqf $ kq cffe 4.2% d#£ £ elWT I, dt 6 % 

q?t dlfe dScf % OTdPfd 1 J J frT: GRJ^q I j 

(ix) W 3 TRqET ^ STR 3 |q q*f £ 4Rdte/3T^IRf q5| 

S e1il ^ 5 % ^ qfc d?d drg; q^k §q srt 2011-12 $ 

2012-13 % ddf $ kq #q ftRiq TT TPJITH cFTRT W 11 ^ taft 

TiqRl ^ fair ell J ld-R|q< u i 3 gRT ^ tjit RfRiq ebi qq*fq fq^TT 

11 m\ $ faq 3T^I#RT #q fcdq <R q^ y^pp 

T 1 11 SRT q^TT vfl^Hlftd ?ftd RfRTq ^ RH kn W £ I 

(x) 2011-12 ^ 2013-14 d^E % q# £ kq ^q^RT, 2010-11 ^ qfe M 3 

=irtr ^ ^r qr rh fern w t, ewlRj ^ Tnfkqf % rrt t\ 

f^rff qq^K ^ ^ qtdtRid f%^n 11 

(xi) ^ iq^q? ^ fRn Tnfkqf ^ rri ^nq? ^ fMt q^R q5t 
^^qiPld qfl 4^ ll c^ 2010-11 % kq qif% ## ^ ^RfT^ qf j^RFeT 

fkr Tnf^rqt ^ ^ fT, 2011-12 ^ 2012-13 qq? % qqf % fkl fkr 
?TT $T?f ^ v3T#T OITOR^cf ■M ^f Hpft ^ I q^ qRTR Rt 

^#RT PfTIT W ll 

i%kf ^ ^q ^ q ^ q^ <smz q^r fk# qq qRqqq qR^ % kq P i qlkd 
^%'qq^qTq%^q^qpf[q^|i 

(xii) ^q-fq^^ ^ fqPi^ qmf ^ ^tr, qq?q otRt^i qq qftq^H, ft§tIRi?t 

qq^q iq^f % rt w ^ qqqR qr to w 1 1 ^ ^ ‘^’ rm 

I i q*f 2010-11 ^ kq[ q^ qrorte Tiq k?nq, 2011-12 % 2013-14 
qqj % qqf % kq HEft q^ f 1 


qq^qqtl =n°iirH^ <sm^ % qftqci ig 1 1 %tt k qq^ qqrqi ^qq I, 
4 Rra fkr vjqf^qt ^ ^ dq^ q^i Rqr I k qq^qqft ^ 
q^wET? i\ ^nq 1 cT^rrf^r, qqfefr ^ ‘^’ wi ^ kn ^rtt 1 1 
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(xiii) TOd RtoR $ '3Ttztffa 2011-12 3 2013-14 TO % to % to tolto ^ 
ffiPPRT: 3315.42 WS ^0, 3206.46 'SO TO 3097.50 SO ^ 
ftoTOT *f HHT SRTT 11 

(xiv) 1.4 SRsT TO 4it R^ ?fto ^ TOTT $ W #W 4»T 

TOTT 3<?to 2011-12 3’ 2013-14 TO * to 3 sTOT: 35%, 39% TO 46% 

TOTT 11 2005 $ TOJSfi faTT-Rl?9?f 3, toto *Jsft TO to (OTOtotf) 
TO <TOT R>st 4 j Rh 60% *^RH ^RrTT '3 T T z ft , T RirIRci ftoT TOT 11 2005 ^ 

srg^j Rro-ftM $ sto 2 . 9.11 3 to fatolRd t to snto toRtt 

SRT ftoT TO Rto RTOH «TOTT $ tofa dlwlRsId totodto $ if § 
dt 3TOto$ $ to TOTT TOTT, to ft ^TOTT 3Rto TO R tol W 
?t I 3RT: STCT ftoT W to, SlRk 4RR $ 3SpT TO TO 11 

v3RT: RsntfacT toto TO 16% TO to, friTT-tof £ 

TOTH $ STgflTT, <3Tg^ 11 

(xv) TOT tor-tof $ 'STEqto, SRT 2011-12 R 2013-14 TO R to R> 

to TTC^cT to TO TOT-to^ SSltfto to TO 11 tot-Rhpt, 

mgSHTO- I $ S^I 3 SSH 11 %T TOR TOHT SR I 2011-12 R 
^TH, sft ft tot *){|Jl|ijf 3 TOTR RR S#H % 3T«T#T f, to 

|[, sft ftlto 3Ttof Rj fc^H u l TO itcT) HMI °iIdt t, toiR? S|«f TO TO 
to$T TOto ftdT I, TO ^ HRIRt R> Rtoft? '3TT SRTOTI '3RT: SSTtto TO 
RrqfaT 2012-13 TO 2013-14 ^ to to $ SRJRHt R '3TOT TO to WW I 
torn ngro stt to TOT-toPT 3 tot to mR u iihI ^ ^ ^ to 

TO |: 

(cTO wff 3) 


!^qi u i 

2012-13 

2013-14 

to 

wm \3TH 

703.56 

804.74 

1508.30 

Riq<?i vk\ 

(-)657.04 

605.89 

(*)1262.94 

4^ yld^lcldl 
^ ^ RlTOT t|l?T 

(-)93.39% 

(-)75.29% 

(-)83.73% 

(tocr) 


(<*>) 2012-13 TO 2013-14 ^ to ^ to TOT-toTOT rf ^ ^ McT ^ 

OTJ^TTT, to^fFT *f 84% TO OTFT^TO t dlRi 1262.94 

m$ ^o $ to t 3tt to sit to i sto to^, ^ 

5RTOT 3THRT ^ to? TO to^TT, Rfto toH '3ftR ?llRld t, ^ 

ton ^ to ton r$to ^ 20 % to, tor R to ^R to tor 
R to^H ^ to 39 % to, to tor $ toro R to 72 % to, 
to to $ to 57 % to (ttoht to R to), to R to 39% 
TO, toro R^TR 30% ^ 58% TO, RrR R to to R "ffi 
toTOT 44% TO d^TT \3TO 27% TO, {t L b< HlfTO R 33% 

ffe, toi to to? oTk/to? 3iT^ ^ to toi'to 90 % to to 
to totot tor 1 1 Rfe^3^ ^tot toctiRri toItot ^ 

>4' 
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qtorcraT ^5, to $ to tor t i % wz tor 

t ft *§b 515*45 to $ to 5itoto RR *r tonq to 4>f ^ 3 

%T 4ilf ^115*1 t, 4?T \J44» SRT \J5^ Mttilfaa ^ *lf 11 
^ %TT4T I ft WWlftd ^fe, g5W: 3114 % apj * ^ 

^ qrto $ to I aift snto $ wr rwt ^tt 

%1 4? %T ^ H454T | ft 2007-08 ^ 2010-11 <R5 4& toff 31% 

$ to '4Kdto>' 2011-12 $ orgiTHt if f*T 4RT 3259 Wst ^0 
*j?<uftd tor w li fato ?ifto 4 I qto 3 515*45 3 ^Pirato $ 
fto to HHI U1K1I I1 

#5sg*ft 5RT MWlto 5ig*45 <R, 2012-13 qq 2013-14 $ If to $ 
to ^iclR«W 3114 10.28 45% OTJ Ift 4>f WHI44I 11 §H 5R5TT 

sm qto% 515545 <r 2.35 4% *0 4Ji 4 rt ^cr to It 

WTTI tifeag# 5RT 4% % Met W ?tot 45T g*FJR 

34% 4 Ift $ 45TT U T, ?H 5I45R 4& 11 

%) q$*4> to-torff % wm 5.4 3 qw fttoftr ftqT to I ft 40' 

4%T $ to tfWT TO, 20’ 4%T 4?f 4T ^ 1.5 g4T %T cTCT 
%R"T 5FRK $ to 20’ 45%T 4& 4T 2 g*TT It^TI 4%R <RT3%[R 
if toff^T to, tot to $ to, 20’ ^4 40' 45%tf 4> to 51^545 3 
ftto& 1.5 gqT R4T W I, $1414 to^F $ to %T 4$?45 3 ftte 
2 gqr, R^n-Pil^il ^ orgnR, ftqlRd Pb^ni qqr ^ i 

sin uwifti to, to $ to 20' ql 40' q%r $ 
to qqr ^totor ft4445 qsp45 to «hr w?ft ? i ^ 

taT I fa SRf ?M It ^ to 5KRTT # Rq ^ to ^ 

^ir tt *nft 4to ^ to, 4? 20' 4>toc ^ to 1.5 gqr ^ ^\s\ 

t rT^TT 20' qq 40' i to 4ff ^ RiR45 ^ 4RRT to fto W 11 
ftoTrf ^4 3, ^ qpTT I f% 40' toto ^ to d'dMH 5RTR, 

to-to?ff % >3igHR, 20 ; q£to 4>t to ^ 1.5 gqr to tolqi 40' 

4tor % to uwiftci 4^ ^Ttto 45t tot I cn% 4ctor qtoterR ^ 

RrtotcT rr 4T 5^ ^ Rtoi? ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ ^tor 4R^ 

^ MWlRcl 45545 4T ototo TMFT, to^ft SRT iHdlftd 10.28 
45% ^0 ^ 5RT4 2012-13 44 2013-14 ^ 4t to 4^ to^T ^ to 
qT%t ^fT 10.31 45% *50 445 4%[| 

W ^ 3T?4to 5R4lto 55545 ^gqlRd toT ^FTI I, fto4 

3to, fto Rto ^ir qr t%toT ^ qrto wt to T m/45R u it % 
to 3T%rr to It % 11 

^ 4T4^ ^ 4RT *gm: ?to4 ^ I 44f^5 %T?T 5T44T ^ ^TT 

534% to It W I, ^ iff SRT ^t 4PT[ W I 44T 41^14 

^to 45^R ^ f%4fto ^pRFT nTto?]4T 445 q|44T ^?14^ 
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% fair Ffof?Fd F^t 11 TO 3 RFTT Ft feTtT FTRSRF) FiFR 

TO RFRT I d4T ^RTt TO FF FR fFRT RT RFRT 11 


(xvi) (F>) 4 FpJ RFt Ft f?R 37RTF-II if 4FT3TT % faTO ^ ffifKftffi 

FFR FF TOR ftFT 11 U#WIOTt F FJB RFT3TT % fcRRM 4 TOlfad 
R#R/'-jRRR J ld «RT^ % RFF R j%4t FFFT F$l 3RFfR F^f 4 
11 4lS*f4f 5TR F4T TOlfad fcjf^FF 4 to! £ fFTO 4 TOlfFd Fp5 
R9?TO ^Rtftd ftn* TOt 11 

(R) F?f $ #FR RR Mt W^3T Ft FTft TO % RTF RFT 4 RRifa $ 
feR FTO: 24 F% FF 12 Fft fFFtfrd FRft % $ ?g3 

^ f^, f)R ^ ^ TO1F I, FlrfTFIcT TOIF TOFT 

tot4/to 4 ^ ^i ^ t ftot Mr smr F^l to FFt F Btl 

4 gfe F^l £ Pft FF RHMd: 24 TO RF 12 4 FTO: Mftd 

rrf #rt 4 FjRteflF rtt fr ^ft 11 to#!, ft? torf fft I 
fa FldlFId % RRTF % dFT TOR % Hf^FR RT RdTOT % 7FTTF #T FT^ 
Ft FTO1 FTlRf 4 F^ TO? % f?R ^ Ft TOfl 3 dFT Ft4t FRft $FT 
TORT SRI RRF {-Fldf FF Mldd Fe?t Ft RlcTT 11 4f?«r]4l F ^FT 5TFRT ^ 

rtf R! ^ dH4 4 Ihi frqfftcT Fft I rft FfrfRjfd fR gq, 
ffr tot rrft i dFift, ff TORTtenr 4 rrf 4ihi fr tor ff tortf 

feft 11 tijsagjfi 5TTT ^TR TO RsyfaFf FT Mt ‘4l FFTFdT % Fti 
'ShimRi f^[ Fft 11 mth ^tr y^d qq ^ ®TR *f R3rf ^ 

y<-dif4d R?Ttqq tei rir ti 


(q) <4is=cj4l ^ «TTtt q^Flt/qi^ ^ ^-sl ^ RqFR <F iR 17 3TePT R "F^fl 
uwiRd qti 11 jrr qrTRi I fa ^ ^ qqqt qq rrfr =t^ 

ftRT RlcTT *1T fa*$ WT ^ FR TOT % qq HdHH f%^T RT 
7 R r^ d^T sik'M 4^ rR Rift wft TRTITR % feR ^FPIR TO>I | 

FR TOT $ djFft ^ qte Rfe TT ^1 7 TR dR R I dm 
3TO7RT qq MdH ^ RdT TOT! dT TO! d^T TFT 11 ^^4l 

SKI M^d PlR ^ 'BilFdcq ^ ^TRIT dT RdT RF RMr) 1% jd r F SKI 
fqq W. ^ 4 FT, FR TO 7 " T; dddl ^ TfdTTR ^ leR vJRR 4 v*41 FT 
dd F^tHi F, 3R: 5R ^ ^ FFI i feR SRdlRld q5t df OTFR 4 F^ 
jRRfFR 4 tT RTcff F I 

(xvii) (FJ) 3TTdTd F^dff % ^R 3Tdfd ^ dcfaR Rid fFR 4 dFFR TO 

f^F FF TOTd I RdT TORt ^ I^R Fd?f^ 37df'4 FF 10 f^F 4 
FFTFR RTF ftF Fr 4 'FF TOld FI STSJWv fF?n-fF^?T, R^F? 
FFF/3TTFtFT FTFi^T TOlfdd FRF F^t FRRfrT ^dT 11 

fF^n-l^ft# 4 3R TO4R FF FRd (|F ddl FF RF^JR FRF % 
fF^ -3R# 4 TOTfad FvFRi, RTTOTR 4 FRlt $ TO FFRd FT ffF^ 
dRf4 FFR FtHI TT^-n FRFR/FFnt % ?fR f^FFR FF FlrRITFd f^M, 
3Td: FRFT F^l Ft fcR PtfF 3Tdf^ R TOTftd F^ff T#FFT 

F^l RTTTft I, %T ^5 FRF STR FTdlfad F^T ^ ^ I 4R^4t 4 fd^ 
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TRlf4 3 eM 4> EIRE 3TRT ^ ST4>R 4E TO 3TTETF E Ml 
^lf4T I I iRT 3 SIM ofi 4TRT f^BTTT '*?! SEER TO TREE, TR TO 
^ ^ 4IRT 3 tic-144) ?tET, Rl Tfe^fl 5RT SRRJT4R ST^RE 
3TTT $#r E#f ftRTT MI 11 

(^) ET EtEFT TETTER ftrtcT E^RT El ERl M *sfRfr ETO tjt 

frsiRB m$\ ret ^ form ^ aiRfa etwrt e tort 

^^ET 4?T 7TO^ 4J fem 7 ftE 4^1 FRJFE BRITT M ETTM BT^TI E, 
tTl5«^tTi-ti'lR4)^t1 3 distil ERE ^ SIM E^H O' 4> ERE 3 RIM^RT 
EftTE 3 TORfPTO EFlt $ TREE 45 f?TT cfFT f4E 4tl ftigeE rfT, TO 
UWlfed TR3Tr-3TR 3 smfiftT E^T I, fasitf*E 4EET t I TO STct 1% TOMT 
T MI EFlt/4^-U STMlfcRT TTTTTtelR A 4f 3#FT MI BEIT MI I f% 
30 f^E 45 EK TTFTTE-EEt/^TRR/f?#T RT^Tt cfr RFET ET PiTOH 
3 4T^/4RET 4^t ^ TORI TOWI tfl^rtT ^ ^E TO^EIE $l?it ^ 
MIT E TTOl 4> trTE Et^ W E#T REFIT t I ERtf^E TH#3IR 

3 RtfETE 9T3 R^T E^ 11 HTEF4 91^ fE TIR^T 3 tfTETET 

^trlE ^ 3#R^ET §t|TT M #MTB $ ET-STEIRE ftE RET 
45 TFft 45 4JREf 3 E^ETt/EFlf 4tl 4tl TTOfo 

^ tTls^t E#t t Et tttft TTRpT 45 ftftl fETFIT EI?T ^ET ?TO, H'tfl 
TIM HoIMthI M STURte TptEEf ET EF]^ TOT 45 ERER, ESTTPtE TOT 45 
ETE 4T T# EFT 11 RctETE 5Rf 45 EFT 3 fE#M M TIM RTETM 
f^TMM, R^MeRT Tft ^ EFf ^ R^ RI^ I fETTT MR ^ R ^ 

16.75% RE 3RRFT TTRF ^ 0)^E(, Rt ER#I T%E sfaj q^I SIRTM 
ME ET 14.75% ^ 2% Tlte 11 

(E) 5RT &EFE 21 2011 SJRJcT f^T M STRIlI^d R5Ttf?RT 

THTTteTR rf (3TIRRT TTTTR TT SIMlfcRT MEft SRfldE ^ 

E5RR SRR 4^ TTPTRT SRREt ^ i%T ^ MT^ El SRcTTT || 

^Eld EFlt ^ ^4R TMRT EFlt RE ^ f^T RT^ 3ITRPT TTTTR M 

T^RE MERE MEf % El STEM T^ER ^MI RRTT 11 

(R) E^EFT RTTTI3IR A <Z$ |Cr fa E f^E 3MRT STRFH! ^ f%T 

SIER MAvR&s\ | 1 il’Rl fMfE 21 -4R, 2011 ^ M ^ TRfaR SR^tT 
Ei?itf?RT TRTTT3IR ^ ERI ^ TfTTR TT 11 R0 SlfcT ^MtRT Tjf^T 
TPRIF TIMT \Jt14) l^Hl ^ frIT TTI 45 R0 Slfcl ##ET SlfcT ETF ET 
WE SRR TIRE ^ SFRT^R ftfMI 11 %EMH MT MT^E ^ 

?TI^ #EETR ^ TiN^ctl ^ #RETR ST?JRE 4^ RMREE WrT 
4Ft fMRE ^ SFRlfcRT 4T, SlfcT ^MrE ^ «RR 5 ^ cpf SlfcT TO? 
TTR4T SrlcT El? RT^ ET^ ^ RE ^ TSTff E^ 11 ^ 4? ERT RRT 

I t^B TO, E 7 ! 7 ftET ^ TITER ET #ff R#T E ^ %4T'H TERR ET I 
TTf4 ^ SFRlf^R ET I^EM^ ET 4^ TTTTR E^f RRIET |, 

RRTf4, TIIRTOI TITER ET 170 RO SlfcT r 4 %T Site! ET? ET EFlt ^ 

E^TOI ^ ftMT SFRlf^R ET ET ?Tf E^ E^E EE 4)t ^R4I 4? ERTtft I 
f% ^ % EFlt ^ ERIRE ^ j%T 11 RO Site! Et 4t0 Sltcf TO? 


664GI/2012- 


I’m in —tsto 4] 
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tTcf 45 ^0 cpf HtO 5TfrT qTF ?T 'TT HMI % TOTO FT 44 41 q> 

totto 4 Rr 4U^4l ywiRci ft 4 tjtot 4 toftR^ toto ft 

TOTOT 42.50 TTO qRr q4 4Rr/qRf WTF tTOT 11 ^TOT 4 TOTO FT 

tot to to 4 §q Rr tot 4 arm ft ftoRf ft, t§4 4f 4 f^tt 
ttorf toto 4 Rr (aqqR; 3 ttttot arm ft q^i) qqqf 4 TOiror 4 

firR I, TOT: y<-diRa F9JTO aR^tlRcf Rrt qidi 11 

(f) 41^41 4 wMm qrotarTT 4 to ftf4 fr ^ # I 

3TTTO M FR 44 TOFTRJF TO 4t toj M, RRFf4 sjto 

oRi q Rrt #t i RqfftF ft qqqf 4 TOfto q> Rr I f*f to to^tot 
q41 4 Rt Mt toftrtf qq R4q #r ft hihihtf Rrt tor, 4ttt Rt 
4te^4t STTT RrT w 11 Rr^fftF Wl FT, TOFTO 4 4tTO^4t TftWRT 

4 wr R^Ft 4 qqqf 4 TOttot 4 Rr uihmf toj M i 

(xviii) 4frog4t 4 4tF^-#TFRF/4RR 4 qtro4 qq to f4ro4/ro qr4 4 
Rr, qrtftmq 3wr gro 4 Rqft fto/ft# qqr tor to 4tRFRF cr ^ q> 
Tot TO gq frt Tm4t q4qr 4 4 fto 4 Rr wt: 8 , 9 , to 12 qr qf 
qsjTqr q4 f<-fiRf qft 11 4)414| 4 y<-ciiR<n q^qr FFt ^ tttot 4 44tr 

TOqfTOT TOf I TO W I f^ TOR 4 arq^TTT, FTO 4 qf4qr Ft 4 4 4tTORF 
to to Firoft ^ Rr qrtqrf/qqqf 4 fRtoh qt Rr qtror tojfRt 4t q^ I to 
TO rTOf qq hir f4qqF4/TOT to4 4 Rr ftm ^ 4)a< q?4qT ft4 4/to 
; g ; FT/TO4tq4 41 tortt to q4r4 % nRq^q /trrh q4 3Tjqf4 q41 4 ft i ftr 
4 ft4w Rrt I Rj q«iiRa q^q^ f4, tor qq 4 r totof 11 to: $toi 
3 T^qf4 q#t 4r fi4! ftRto 

ff qiRfqqRT ^ qq44q 4 q^l I f4r qq ?r hih4 4 tor 4j qRFTFt qq 
Pi4fh qRt ^4t4 to 4ts^4t ^tt Rrif qq hrr qrr^ RrtRf ^41 q4 tor 

% 3T^TR TORT.4 $TOTO 

TOf4, wf ff ft4w Rrt tot I f4 rt qr^RTO fttt to4 ott4f 40 
4tTORr4f/45/2007-414)4TOi f4ro 19 ^q, 2008^4 “qro 4 tot” 
qftTOT 4 Rr 4^4 qt4R qf4ro RtI44f (4rMtot) sttt qro q4 qf to 
^R4t 4ft 34 q> Rr f 4 q4 aqTOfqqT 4 toto ^ qr fftt^ 4 srtrh Rrt 
tot «it, Rrt4 to f44q Rft to ft R: qro 4 tot 44Mtot frt tort ^ 
qftroR q> Rr qro q5t qf 4 ft, tonth tot arf^Rm q4 mrr 42 ^ qq44^ 
4 q4l to4 I, to: ?tt qrRrqRq 4 t4roro Phki4) ^ to4f 4t qfr to 4 I i 
qf4 to 4ft, TOT 42 ^ to% q4t to 4 I 4t TOR TO q?JTO ^ Rr toM 
TO4f4ro q4 tot 48 ^ to4f ?tt qrRTqro ^ argqfcq q4 TOT^qqRTi q#r 1 1 
4t4t4tTO ^ to 4 q4 44 gq, qro 4 f 4 tot trtto 4 Rr 41s«^ft fttt 
qroRcT q^jro, ^rt qrRrqTT'q q5t qRRr 4 qrft tott 4, tot: to tortRct q4i 
Rrtt tot 11 to^Rto #ro4 tof 4 |q ^ tTOw Rrtt tot 4 f% fto 
to q4 3 tj*4Rf q fr 4 4 Rpfa qq ff q tort fr Rt ftt qrRrqroT 4 
4 r<^4 i fttt qro q4 qf 4 ft q4 T Rq htotto Rft 1 1 qiF4rr 44 tof 
qifqqq4 totRt 44t4t to gt4Rro qror TOf4q Rr ^ fttt Rr to to4tt 





(XIX) w WR $ SIFT aro frif % ^R/wi} 

^ T 19 ” ^ ^ ^ ^T ^Mr^ 4miT 11 TOTlfar tWflt'STR 3 

2R1J!" ®* *'* * * R|5r * ** mfa tnin^ 
j”5(^' fM ^ ^ Sf^ £ftrc)TOSTFT3$TtfSTFT<IT4)Fif 
* ^' J/ f™ nfafe srenf^T ^ li a 

WR tal l ft 5PI% am aWT ^ m . ^ ^ftl 

S2'f* "** aftarr l taw aft %nr am 

RRi"i ’ikw 3 toi<h $ (^r g%mr ^ toftt mm 11 

<XX) f5??. \ m 1° 20 2000 *° afit «& w to 3ooo so am 

™ S* *i4’«i3*r tof) ^ tot ?nm i) maft $ ^ 

95 5P " * 5,5,51 ^ fa? 8 SO aft ftTTOT 5^ ffgro to n^nfttT f I 

(xxi) ** ”* an* *■? « *m *. am smnftr mortem 29.90 so 

£5 20 *° ^ ^‘MPw * w at a*M ft 

arniftr ms) aa fR«r w ^ »■ 

^5^!: S' ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 #ir to 84 % to toto 

^ *■ 5 ? >) a* TOT f | TOnflt, TO TO ffo&TO ^ I 

TOlTO iai) ^ 3I 5^ f ^ ^T TOFT mSTT I, 3CT: 3TOT ^ ^ 5,^ 

*T Ms j ii | 

(XXii) * *"* 9 &*' 2010 * *#» * #!Wft/49/2007 « aftpfer 

SSl? 5ra l^ jf ^ "’** w ' 3l ^ ^ 11 te*&k * irenfta 
ES.5 ^ ^TOjTOft^^ftartl^fSSTTTO 

" ^ w I, %f 1% 2010 % 3TI^T 3 f^nqill 

(xxiii, ^ jfta^nf % oft * ^ M „ 30 f)w, 2011 TO «tf 

rl 1 ^ ^ 2012-13 a 2013-14 TO « aqi 

JJ^fL^, f ’’^ ™ t TOT ^ 2011-12 % far ^tr) ^| ^ 

' ^^ i,1 TOTsnciTii^rgi^^ 

THJf'JU'l * ?>fr ' « TO TO 4 Tta ^ m* 

fjffl? f % ** TO ft WitfTO aff % 4FT 4>T *R ^t ftm, 

S-TJT ^ ** 1 ?fl ^ ^ IFft M TTO ^ ta# 5) 

al % J^ 2012 1 3 ^ 2013 ' 14 * ^ *• ™ ^ * TFT 4ft 

tq?rr ^ 31 HTef, 201-1 ^ ^FTM ?t ^|li J [l 1 
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13.1 qftTPT $ if qq sqq ftq ^ qqrf % qqT w$fo $ ^ttot qr, q? 

«IBHM u I, <Rf % HR ^ 3 ^Rd 4 RcTT I, ^ tV^PTO-n ^ if 

W f I 

13.2 WltfacT qff $ HR 1 <qfta, 2012 $ qqtft <M 31 qM, 2014 ?R> ^ "#t I RqT 
W ^h!< 4 qTF RR: WfT Ft ^IT, qq> <3Rqq[ ftf grf^lRR SRI q^FTT 
^TTcTT 11 

13.3 qrR 5RT SR^ ^1 ^ ^ERT <TT fr?qTCT ^ ^ R^ u l if 4t ^ RTW if 

gf^vfcr ar^JTHf $ ormTT qr tftesg# qq qg^ filter f%qr w li ^ q? qrterq, 
PrqtftcT q^ tqm orafa $ IRh fc# *ft wr qF qmr t ft> qmto M^r, qRt qq 
oFjqpjf 3 qrt site qftqf&r I 3 wh\ ^if ^ftq>R foq qq ^^hm! if ^ t qt qF 
qiterq, 3 q? stfiHT q^TT ft q? <j? 5 ^ 3 q^t qqj 5 Rqiq q*fT q^ frRFf 

qg^ q^t Ft qqT q^itte qsj^p if ^ qqqr $ qf^ff $ sqrRfa ftrt ^t <jft ^tf % 

qfcRrqfoq ftqT ^tt *ft i 

13.4 j^t ^iqq if tftF^dt 3 spjftq ftqT qqr 1 % 3 F q? 4 q> q^ ^t q#p ftr^t, ' 3 ^qf^ qqft 

q 4 q^t 30 ^r f 30 farpqr, 31 ftqw, 31 qM, qqrfa % 15 M q> *ftrr qi^to 

qq ftrftq ^i 4 ^kh qqfc if srcgq qft ftqif qf*p qwf $ foq qm-ftrcn 

jr^ct ftqT 11 ftqt£ if wi q^qr faqfftr qR% ^ ftq ftsqrci ftq qq % 

fcrf^FM ^ qqTR ^t qqiq ^ qrflq i qR qq> ^ qK qq> Ft frfqi^t 3iqfa ^ Rrq qqqte qq 

aFjiTHf if (+)/(-) 20 % q?t RRpqdi q^ ^ I ^t 3qqq4t ^tqte qrR ^t ^ffr 
q^qi ft» qF f^qfeT M 5 TT ^ q?tt 3 N^ q^M' JRJcT q^i qR srt 

Rf^rqtftq qqq #q 4f qg^ q^q q^q 4R^ if tm I qf qiterq q^P ^ *qta 
q^q#r ^q if qrtq qR ^tt i 


TFft^rrqq, _aq«ror 

ttaqq m/ 4 / 143/1 i/aroT.] 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


‘bkfli mth tfk'BRti nhwiI $ ^8K"i*'e fapr 'Ey cfFRT-f^T'r 


HD 

Rem 


jnnmid 4) 



[Part III— Set.. 4] 


{vfM wit *t) 




#a 

$ SfJflR ITOT 
<nn>^ tt 

2013-14 Rwra ^ 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 

2010-11 $ 

_ qiwRq» 

61700 42876 49620 54625 63705 


VIH I 1^ | 2061.76 I 2054.42 I 2034.26 I 1926.63 


JIRJlfalJ +fls<<5jfy SRI Hl^ ^ 

iS% $ 16% m >IHT w 300.27 305.29 312.43 300.01 


3315.42 3206.46 3097.50 


530.47 513.03 495.6 
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■qTRl gR 7TO5T : 3RTT«TTT<g 


<$frftg *UR U 1 f^FR 
^ft F 5 T * 11*1 


3 FJ 5 RRJ-II 


to 4 t -*TH *f gtel TO '*m % gte ’M WT 4 vS 3 r 44 rT toto RTT ^tot % fe*? 
toR 11 ! fTO SBt &T 5RTR totftcT to m 11 


toPT to <RTT RfTO 


(i) ?TT to 3» FH % tofa toft SRTR 4t WetcT gMaiil r T 7 16.75% ^ FT <R 
^gl^qep c2JR «3RT g>feTTI E^RR ^ 4ls^4l RlwRm vflFltoTgt FF ^SlrK^fi °MM RFT 

gtol 

(ii) ,3pM'^ fTO gft TOT toto $ Fft 4ot fefe 3 TO y^«Wl^f 3 tofecT TT*ft 
erofaf STTepT to to FT, to *tt FTF 3 Ft, <tel 20 to $ FTF 3 to to'fi I 

(iii) S PTfa cTTvHf gRT ^IdUl 3 tofF to TOTT Tfte*^ft 5RT fto ^TF to te to 3 

10 to F1F 3 to , 'Jim j ftl tPlfa, 4 ? ai«RPT RT Hl*lto F gWg tot sRlI, FTFT ^'ictM 
^cfrq 5 TM gto ^ qto f^FRTT WF I, ^RTT fe FFTTOT ”RT OlftiPl^h 3 to T# I 
m\/um ^Fi g*to gg ^tot ?tt to $ ftf 3 toto tor ft ton tott Mto ton 
wli 

TtoFT T T q T # ^r cftoft/FTFH # FTTta to toto FT *T 3 R°T SW fete 3 qfteT to ^RT to 

gifa to mfra RR -3RRT gtoR #f -aRTeRR to tofe 3 75 to RR, to to FFTt Ft, to to <R 
eFTFTT Jll^lK- 

(i) tolto flRTT to TTO MftrWT ^ tot FR B=RcTT 11 

(ii) qh 'rMt fi-rrr mR^h i ^rtt r =trrt eft «ter t^/w^T>3Tt % tt ter ^Tcf % 
SRTUR 'iteFI ‘FTH 4R FT45eTT t:- 

(^) m^, to to TOT SlSt toRTl OTRT ^6T #>ft TTCTT to 2 TT efr CJRTT ^ tot 

OTHRT ■Rl FR rrfrqT ^ F^T R’fl 4lT 

(^) m^, tor ^ to?Tr stm to 3 ft to eRT tot <jt to% to to 

TFTTT ^TFT tot I 

(ifi) tor to/wto <jtt^^ toitoto 47 to to F4i qRro ^ fh ito ^ 

^fUTTT ^RT «tF^T ^jfeTT I Pi'mIRcI >f4ty <R *flc!T TF4i FRT fett TT^IT^ +>H *t f^RR F^ qT 
ep^R »R ^FR^T 1FTR RT WW F45 RJF to ^THT to tor, ^ FRR ftol ^TOt FTTT 

to $\ 3to ^ fe^ to <msm to^ ^r Ttt toi 

(iv) to tor JRt #TRpR toRlto FRT to tto W Ft/^f ^RT ftoT W Ft'^Tl 75 

pRT ^1 HUTRF W4- J ft T TT ^ tor T^fet to ftoT ^ H4>(TT, 4FT tot Rl^Rkl % toT^R 

to^i ^ toa R '4 fr u i iftr cpto to to, to fo to( 'Mi«w | *R5 tototerott grr 
gR fi^Ji gfr<iFg ug ^gfet grfe «^T crnM grr gFg g^ 1 ■sTFRti, qgi^ g^/^ioei Rtm ftt 
gtoi, ^nto^toto sttt ttr gfto FngR tor^pR *w« to to*t cRtt rt 
T nq^ i| ^ p.-^n to ^R1 tog ^ 'TFto 5RTR 5lto to toT I 

■torto ^ to to^rtt gr toM ^ftoiw rr ^ tot ftot $ fto gw «ft grRTT tofto 
to ton 1 
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1.1 


h«k u i jmrc 


(•) 

W 

(3) 


**T *» 

fa«K«| 

TC fcq4t nj 

1. 

^IW Sl^R-M 



■faiw im farm &r) 



(4>J 3nm7 3* 

-30 Rn r}^ 

I -31^ ftn $ 

5.00 sfo % ^ 

7.00 3% % ^ 

— 

\T^) 3TJEJR m 

^ - --- 

T70.00 yfo ^pf 4royfa mi? 

2. 

min yqnn 

---— 


gifff (3^ 5|5I) 

('fi) fTTRFQ <3fl£JlT tJT 


3. 

(®) Wim W5JR ^ 

5.00 afe 4io ^ afdfcn *> 

170.00 aid ^f4k j afdni? 


---i3'_^ — 

(*) ?TIV1[te<h OTtTR TT 

11.00 Ufd d 4 l 4T0 OffT TJTHJ3 xpTTn -T-jj.L 1 tn-m 


(^r) T nW^ 3rmR ^ | 

45.00 5rtcT 4T0 3fo m W UFfl fkwr 

--—-—..1 


* ft** «*r * «* * W ^ «. ft**«rtr Infer n*t *’ 


(4) %T 


(5) 

W 

(7) 

( 8 ) 


JS a * CTsi7T .^ 

$!! ^ lft"IPft JlPmf fflPra I, qs |^ 

™ mi# iptct Prato tTO ’rtc^ $ for ^ #fti ^ 

S TO ?RT ^ ^ ^ E,ra - 5 ^ * f^ ^ %r nror TOfew a a 

^ am <ft snTO, feral!* ssa ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ * i * lR<1 ^ % ^ ’ fe ^ ^ % Rnj feraff* w 3 

iw ?P * * *■«/««, WPS * rn am m 

*n*teirc 3 tan ^ ^ 3 Tcrr>r % far nrit 3 ft i 

^cRmn? ^nit % 25 % nrfMtnn stor ?* ^nqnr \ 

wif it TOryr sm OTwfirife! gTOfa to sft, m Tflswft irifem 5m m*, (m, *& 
Vt W4RT/fenfcT ^ q5t gg^fr/vSTcR^ q$t fa# ^ 
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f^M:- 


(1) ft ^ 44 H*ft fcfiT 3TT4TcT 4j^Rt 4)1 fa:$j?4> ftsin 10 fcl 44 sWlI 

(2) 4^4T 4ft *R 13 cRIT/'WT fttfrnT 45 43^T fa4fa 4^4ft 4T #T f*4 4^1 fa ^ jlcrfy 3FJJRT 11 

(3) 30 fa4 414 445 4 P£I4 44 4ft4 T /45T4f, OMT^/Ttfa^/ftfa^RT ^TT^Tt 4?! 4lP r sfH rRJT vTFTcf 4T 

tffawr 4fsfcrrc ft ten *j£re 4ft 45 ^ sfft i 

( 4 ) ft 414 44 OTPTRT 4ftfaft 45 ft 45 '3TTWT 4ft dTftTsT 4R fa4 4ft fa:$J?45 

3T4fft 3RfRT 4ft ^ftl 

( 5 ) fa $pF fftftft 4ft T T TJ FTT 4Rft 7444, ftfaf$J?4j ^rf^fftd ' 3 TcT^fgff cRIT ftt44547T ft7-W^l?M facRTt 4ft, ft! 
fa Mcrf^r 45 «f|4 4T 414 ft 3Tlft ftf, fa:$p?5 <H4fa ft $Tlfa?T fa)4T STCRTT I 

(6) ft4R ^ fftd 220/- ^544 SjfrT tft^ 44T 330/- ^44 sfcT afcf 4TT 4^ 4T vJR^ ^TPT ^ faf4 

Mpl'l 7|fa4T 44IT, *ffa fa><!4 '3nfrlR t W ) 4^*71 fa4 ■-H'ift ! 

(7) ffk;'-M'H ■'-n^HI 4tT 4 ft 74T?ft 4)^-1 {1 4ft mfaftl ^ fa4 7 fa*T 4ft fa:9J?45 Olcrfft 3T444 4ft 4T74ft! I 

(8) , 3F : ft 4^T7t HlH<ft 3 fai^B 3I4f4 ftft 4 r ft T rft ^ iHMi'-M 45 MH4 4ft f -4R 4 773 (4*11 414 4)4 d 

■44TRT TFR # faffe 41^ 3 T^faft 45^ qft 4Tf4fa eft fTTfaq 4 MIT4 stftl I 

(9) ftfal: 

4^ 4H f^RTF ^Ttl’/lf fa dk’.'+A’.d, -NSdl 4rH ft 4R4 fa>4 4TT if 77?f4) ^dl^d) ^ ferft Rfel 4 sk u | 

^ 7741^4 -4IP3H1 UfeT 'j4l=k1l 3TCT 44f 1 4 ^ ^ 41^1^4 11 ^ 5F447 M $\ 

felfcT 4, 4)<^4l 4 l H f 4 t J 3 4?4t/4tfe4t F7 r 4 Rf^TRft 5lf^4T 91Tf^ I, ^ N TR^ft ^ 
#f4T I 4# HMtl! f4#4 444t 4^K U I J ( J^ 4 4l 44ft4 snft I 

44lf^, 4f^ f^fr 4¥T ST7T ''3#T, 41^, 4fh4ld, 4tfl ?4TTl4 # fcj^5 4t4T ^4 >Kfy4 ft 4t 
4445! ST4RTT fefeRT 41^4 4 * ^TC4, 4R4T ST4 4 fft4^ ffti^ 7^T44 4 SlfcT 

1000/- W ge4 #5 j^TT qj 3 ^$ 4T4 4> 12.50 ^4T 4^! 4T 44 4>04j[<?4 3W 4414T 

STT44TI 


M 


73dH 1 4 444f 4it4T/4| 3H45R 4/4t 3TT4T?T ^ 4^4ft ^ 25% ^IdR-W 44R ^4T4T ^T44TI 
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(u) 'TT W(h wftf 4 f?iq qft 'STWRT/Mil '$T ^PT/3jfR0T 4 farfft 

^ q 4 4 sh '3R& 4 f?rq fawn vRifefy q4 4*ir i 

«WW-Ii 

{taraq cTOT mR 4*H JHIfT 


JFT tio 





6mRHWRRi 

3mRr 4 faq ^ §4 IT (taRM-tf&fsfc q&R 4s<il qrff ft 
TI34I OTrW ^THT tM 4^R 4 q?FT, tUff 44 3 qftc? 
Prtten <rar arte ^UmiR+drat 4 gjr q>rft $ q?qRT <i14h>k sri 
v»m«« 4 qqiq qq qi?4 qr 4 sai qqq rrt imm4 5RT t 4 qq gq 
■arfei^tT 4»Rn, 3ft* 3 >Ih< *tm msr 4s, ftte^tft, <f)U?u qriq 
ft faqe 3fiq> fim ftt 'Sflfcr ift, ^ aftpfrr) qq 

^r qnf ■ ft thu* ^q ft <«hi i 


Ridl fftqfftq qf4n 3 apptrc *s4r 4 gi4 q^qi: 4 

«mhi <rar 3 ft 'Snqra qsR’q’p/f^ qr^ ft q^ifM q>Rn 
(nraftar $ *sq ft arfftqfc ot<«i $ mvm 3) ^ ^ 4>qft <$ 
#PRRT qft^R $ ftfcR ^ftqi^ qi 14ft 'WR'hfe ftq qq> ft 5THI qqi 
'Fft 4 3>q^ <Ri ftsiRci ^rt (fftfftR qqwft $ 4q uh<im{m A 
qra^q)i 



(i) HWFq qnftf 





(n) rflrH/qrft wrt 


( 2 ) (A) ft It qq §q <i>4ft 4, ^t ft, w <r (i) ww ^4 

(f^ft qftTR ^ ftfcR RE|?q ^#Tr1 ft) 3flft[ qrRT 3lf% ftlqi^P qtq 

4 gfftqrsHqi qqpn ^n 3 ft qqi ftftrapfi ^rfq ^ q$qm t^pA 4 'jq: 

34 «b2-u -3RPJI 14ft apq qi4r ft qrRi -jrqciT q»7ql/4^R 4 Rfq5 
qi?4 qr cTKqi qqi 4ft A 4qr 4 qyRftqi^/ jftk i j 

arqqi 14ft aw pft^: ft ^ftrti 



1550.00 ^q 


nfcT 


2325 .00 ^q 


(ii) ^fcH/qrft q>to1 



4 q^ft: qqqt 4 ~m $ faq qwi ^rh (144 ft4ft 

4 4?ri m 3^ 57 tRF +731, 3qgq?r ^q 4 qi m a4, 
fttf^'l 4, q?t fti 37iq^ 4, arq^qi <fiTqi ?7lf4r A qqT 

sq?, qfft 3nq?qq3 ?t l<1/^ qr^ ft t^*ti qqr qqft 4°i 4 strict 
ftsrrqqr./ ^ qri ft qnqm^/ftlqqq skt srft fftq qq $4/qmqf ft 
cn«;qi 1 

(i) 
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8T 


(«> 


(5) 


(6) 


(7) 


(ii) qfe 3TO 3TCT Wn*K 


IRRR 


wfih: #rq5t>fl qfarr 4 yqlqffi/ftqid'Vtflw am aiawi fa? 7 r > 
s^st/qi^ 3 wif ^ 3<iK»fi wn %% Wlfafa 4^^4)q><°l $ q?3RT 
fafa mi 4 vJm$m qifas xm< u i qi faft o^q 

mi«<m 3 t£q> qrtqri 

(i) tNIcH 


(ii) qift'ii \3qqmn 5TCt wi 


^ qmfr, *mrr ^ cjm+t 0 ! qftarewf qvnr 

<TOT tflqi9JR6 offa $ f^T SRK4I imf (f^ ^ff ^1 ^HT TOT 3^ 
5^: fa q/RTI, 3T^t *fr ■3JWWF ?t. vwqw ifa/faT^ *TJ 4 koWi 
3<W*i i®7Fn) rTOI 3^, qft 31133^ ?t, ^T7f $ WT 4 ill'll <¥IT 
*£fa/qfaf ^ FTdfal qmn/' ^iffa Pdtfl q^vfT #?WT m&K ^ 

^ STPcT cfifa! OTrlfrrT <6RTI, ^■TF fa TOfl, FTMMq <TOT ^T1 
Cjq 3*^? 7T3q> clip'll qT tfiqqi I 


to ^ q?rfa: qftm 3 cfT^if qfai fa 3cnr^n 3 «it 

jjqfft fafa; 3W1 3 M vw tfrnfa 3 mi 3, 

qtlifafu ITF1 ^ q^qir!, fa ?FIFn I fa faq ^ fifa 

d^rl in fa/ ^ q>fa fa difaftcf fa ^kfatfd Rrapfi ?nffaq faqi) 
qt»T$ rq nfajcT 3q«K J,J ! qq™" <F<dl FTtfl 'iiniPhd p£fai/wif fa O^lfal 
cj^rr, facpEqfl q^r r qi- ^ ^far fa fafar fih qr ^rafter 
*rfa cncft qqra >f fa t^ht, fafa q£qr 3 f^riq ^pnff 
3q^fd fq^T 3T^ dM 3 ^RTTT, f^trfftrT 3%^! qq 

^M(U | cRFf gf 1 3NfM3 ^ ^TI ^ qK =f^rR ^ 

Fft^ <Rqi qq f^PR >rr=f, ^ §q q^rr qq 3 h inR^ pf^Mq 

<HRTJ, rTlfe '3T T M HP^TT qq *Tt 3 ^ ^ ^ ^FT? 3q^I 

qRi^ ^n i 


^ gq f^fcT ^tt qq m&r. qq^n ^ % 

TT3<fi-qT?qt ^ apR^i q^Ri, ^ gq PFrtd q^r sm q^qi q ? -n 
t# Fflwm ^ (lluddi^, qjRrn qqq (^ ^ ^ 

rf'i|up=T n^T^ 3M?qqidT ?t) cPF ^¥3 ^1 qrRfl ffqr 3« 

yen qiluqqft’fl qq qlqqi ‘^qq^Pi ^'ruqRq^ Rqr^ ptr <?r ft sm 
qrFn c¥it 3^ qrfq^iRql q>) ^Pnl i_ 


nfir 


e.oo ^ 


f 4f< 1 Ng^f 

K) nqq 


ofri jqq^q 


8 oo Mq 


(i) mpq rf 


gfcT ^ 


I4oo.oo w?q 


nfci 


2100 00 JT" 


(ii) ^tsrJT/wft ERFfl 


qfq ^ 


2500 oo w. 


RkI 


3750.00 


qfq ^ 1^9 


1600 oo pqq 


gfri 


2400 00 Wf 




qfi j*i:j 


2500 00 ^'-P 1 


qh 
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2? **** W 3 15 to*. jf| « 

*SW *TOH jp, ^ 

aTO ^ tftasw aiisat aro (*) to 

r™ (q) « Ml * ^ i Mtem ^ * TO aRft ^ $ 

* * *"** (*OTH< *fen hto/*r 

T 18 .’"** ™ W/m fcterc # wit i =i M fam * 
tftonqw, tffcni TO Mm: >) #l ^ TO 4t TOPHI 

(■) 15 tofto <h> M ^ t 

(ii) W qrR 3 jfa&W (fefWcT:) 


W *Krl^^r^Sir 

Wt«W<tT gjrft/t# 

xf ^ ^ item WR 4 roto 5R1 T# fa 
Tfi ^ ^n ?flj% fc I 

(i) 4T^r? 



srfrr 


450.00 


(ii) ffn 


h# i. aft **tr « Ma art toto/oth! M 
'*”" * tot tobi trow -FltWla 
^NrarT p I 

qro f| qrorit *' 

tra* TOtt H/i asiat TOm/jPim (hurt top jm *, ty, 

(i)w4t <J^F 


675 00 *TP 


650 00 *.'/n 


SfcT 


975.00 


300 00 tfHJ 


( MJ) ^ ^rr cp^r 


ga^, sift: ifimai afw i *r SMTS^TiSTSi^rW 
ftj,/«W!/m»i« aii i «, #^,)| n, , lr , ,..• <**,• $ ^ 
Mi ’Ii im*« .1 4 M fm <n=u, am >|i Haifa .11 IW toi mi 
m-<m< ski r*n totti *fad ^.4^ a! 4\ wh)i 


nft 


450 .00 wr 


450 00 7-r n 
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(13) 


(14) 


(15) 


(16) 


(17) 


(18) 


(19) 


( 20 ) 


qftlF ^ fWcT 3ltT 7 TtTR 3FFH fqfq^ TFr! 3 
JHKdldH W1 >JRT u4l -dH' fa*7 Qfr F1H F fcpft yrt 7 ,JL[H ^ 

*R <-Ndq/3id< u l I 


rfr^pfi 4^ qfttF 3 qrrifaq 3T«Tcrr w4) w % ran ^ 
7-pjpi ,/T‘rfm /dtor^ ^ frdi 3T^r fjr /qtrfq fra qqir £ 


/ jRP^n % fr i 


ifa zfcm yfdf-H *roi fauifR qfqsst # qrm i 


^THT: 7 fa 7 $\ SZRFJ] spRI, fw^ 

flijftld 3TPRR ^ W qrm, 3M3WT! £ 3RFF ^q tR 
?ri rpHiT diHl^Rtci *«th qr r£v 'TRi viifntf ? i ('hihjJt 

3T^ q-qr 7 ?RTfi i. 1%, % si^en Rmfr, Trte 

qr^ £ 3T^q TttqF gm gRT^T qfr qTFfy 


( i) qR3Rr 


qR iqq^r 


8 00 RR 


fii) qifgq. 


qR iqqerf-: 


8.00 wi 


1 ! 


qR twri 


^pr qR^TT jqtiRqn >i 
qeq fay) PR ^ q. ar-flP i 


qfa mRT 


#■ 3 *trt. qFft tt qtfM A Tit ^Fpff # qq qq 3 

FR (Rt TTFBST UTF^ STH il 71^), ^ faeFt, cffa3 (R?7 

jqqVqq, <T|) dqi 3^ mjftR «1H *17 ^ q^ $ fa 17 qfa'^l 4vf 
spp-qi qpRi i 


"q&rr qr i^itt ^ q^R 7 q ^bftI Tt *qfai rn t^wtIi 
qpq 7 A Hqqi d l Hifod TR 7 3 split '$ ’^Fl ^ qqi HT*R 
MlqdlRqqR 7^1 qP <TK s lfqqi qq TFF 77 ! i\ <Fyv^i ttri , 


^4i<h< u l $ fat* ITRTT 

(?p) fq^jT^q mqr?3 f\ Tir^ snrrT 

(^3) 'M^lpRH qRife ^ 5RTT 

fiiq'il TRfyF qq'iqd! ^ 3prdy qr qqrq q?r q? iki i 


iT?r ^ qr^ft ^ jitr: quit sr eRpr 


wm w vm 


qfa 


qfa q\ -i 


2000 oo 


ufa q,H>^ 


3000.00 W 1 . 


20’ T^T 7 
1150.00 
375.00 


40' q^i7 
2150.00 
720-00 


qfa \ r <m 


qfa '"31 


J 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
MOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, (he 22nd February, 2012 

No. TW(lR/39/2010-CWC —In exercise of (he powers conferred by Sieclion 48 of (he Major Port 
Tro6t® Ac(. 1963 (36 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes oMhe proposal received 
from tftt Ceri(r#l Warehousing Corporation ter revision of tariff for the services rendered by it at the 
ContaimfrFrefcht Sutton at the Kandla Port Tru*l as In (he Order appended hereto 








TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 


Case No. TAMP/35/2010-CWC 

Central Warehousing Corporation 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 6th day of January, 2012) 


Applicant 


_ ,. , case relates to a proposal received from the Central Warehousing 

Corporation (CWC) for general revision of tariff for the services rendered by it at the Container 
Freight Station at the Kandla Port Trust (KPT). 

w 1 TAMP,/r. c ,o™^ eXiStin9 Scale ° f Rates of the cwc w as approved by this Authority vide Order 
NoTAMP/35/2006-CWC (KPT) dated 28 June 2007 with validity till 31 March 2010. 

onnn o The CWC had to fi,e its P ro P osal for review of the Scale of Rates by 30 June 
, ince no proposal was received, the CWC was advised vide our letter dated 28 August 

2009 to file its proposal for revision of SOR immediately. 

2.3 Since the validity of the SOR of CWC was expiring on 31 March 2010, this 

Authority vide its Order dated 31 March 2010 extended the validity of its SOR till 30 September 

2010 with a direction to the CWC to file its proposal for revision of the SOR immediately. 

meantime the CWC had filed a separate proposal seeking provisional 
revision in storage charge and ground rent. In this regard, it was pointed out to the CWC vide our 
etter N o . TA M p / 77/20 0 2 -Misc dated 24 May 2010 that there was no justification to revise only one 
tariff item without taking into account the comprehensive position for the tariff cycle and CWC was 
again advised to file comprehensive proposal for revision of the SOR. 

31 After regular follow up, the CWC vide its letter dated 8 October 2010 has filed the 

proposal for revision of its Scale of Rates. It has filed the cost statement in the format prescribed 
by this Authority, the draft proposed Scale of Rates and has submitted the statement of Profit and 
Loss Account for the period ended 2009-10. 

3 The main points made by the CWC in its general revision proposal are as below: 

A. Cost Statements: 

(t). The actual traffic handled at its CFS for the years 2008-09 and 2009-10 
and the throughput projected to be handled in the year 2010-11 and for 
the years 2011-12 to 2013-14 alongwith income estimates is tabulated 
below: 

- Years _ Traffic (in TEUs) Income (T in lakhs) j 

2008- 09 (Actuals) _ 62855 _ 963.21 I 

2009- 10 (Actuals) _ 48131 709.42 1 

2010- 11 (Estimates) 45400 683.90 

2011- 12 (Estimates) 49600 731.80 

2012- 13 (Estimates) _ 54600 _ 752.35 

2013- 14 (Estimates) 61700 772.80 

(ii) . No additions are proposed to the Gross Block during the years 2010-11 to 

2013-14. 

(iii) . The overall cost position reflected as per the cost statement submitted by 

the CWC for the years 2010-11 to 2013-14 is tabulated below: 


2010-11 


2011-12 



?in lakhs 


Income 


Operating expenditure 
including overheads 


683.90 


731.80 


9.55 


2012-13 

2013-14 

54600 

61700 

752.35 

772.80 

918.21 

1004.72 



















[ WT 111—13*5 4] 


MTTcT WR : at4tWH«l 


61 


Depreciation 

110 36 

108 41 

108.46 

108.01 

ROCE 

240 21 

305 29 

312.43 

300.01 

Net deficit 

(-) 461 18 

(-) 531 45 

(-) 586 75 

('•>94044 

Net deficit. as % of 
operating income 

(-) 67 43% 

(-) 72 62% 

(•) 77.99% 



B. Scale of Rates: 

The main modifications proposed in the Scale of Rates are given below 

(i) . Charges for handling container at CFS, tiansportation and other services: 

> The increase proposed in tariff for cargo handling and transporting 
is in the range of 20% to 58% 

> Tariff for cargo delivery (import). Carting (export), lift on/lift off into/ 
from road vehicles is proposed to increase by 90% to 185%. 

> increase of more than 50% in the existing charges Is proposed for 
most of the items. 

> New tariffs for factory destuffing/ stuffing at CWC CFS/ CY at 
KPT/ any yard £t Gandhidham and to any yard at Mundra New 
tariff is also proposed for movement of container between CFS 
and Mundra. 

> New tariff is proposed for movement/ shifting of cargo from one 
place to any other place within the same godown for weighment 
or any other purpose at par with the rate proposed for movement 
of cargo from one place/ godown/ CY to any other place/ godown/ 
CY within the CWC complex 

" The CWC has proposed new tariff item for reworking of container 
at ?2000 per TEU and ?3000 per FEU. 

r- Charge for Back to town i.e. loading of shut out cargo is also 
newly proposed at ^8 per quintal. 

(ii) . Storage Charges: 

30% to 58% increase is proposed in the storages charges for handling 

import and export containers at the CFS. 

(iii) . Ground Rent: 

> Free period for import containers reduced from existing seven 
days to five days. Consequently, the existing slabs are proposed 
to be modified. 

r Increase in ground rent is proposed in the range of 28% to 44% 
for both import and export operations. 

4 -) While acknowledging the proposal, the CWC was requested to forward copies of 

the Annual Accounts for its.operations at Kandla CFS for the past three years 2007-08 to 2009-10 
and a copy of the recent outsourcing contract awarded by the CWC for Handling and 
Transportation Contract 

4 2 . In response, the CWC vide its letters dated 4 December 2010 and 9 December 

2010 stated that it has forwarded the Audited Statement of Profit and Loss Account for the years 
2007-08 to 2009-10 and copy of the Agreement executed with Handling and Transport Contractor. 
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information. The CWC ha. responded^ the comments of the KPT 


Particulars 




2007-08 
Actuals 11 


72853 


1035 23 I 1306.5 


2008-09 


62855 


963 21 I 1512 18 I 709 42 


_ g >n lakhs) 

2009-10 

Actuals _ 


W)M iE5Eg— 



. 1000 0 1 I 1498.26 940 44 “ i*ta oo 

2106.09 




676 8 | 2155.89 


2152 56 2113.62 


_ 300 01 300 01 

I <V) ' I PeLt aiJrPtU3/ 1 ( ' )264 79 1 T > 491 76 | TH98,65 I (.>460.63 (-,836 

g-jSSSH=3=H™=£ 


432 54 


Queries'raised by ue 

Please furnish specific comments^ on the 
reasonableness of the traffic projections made by 
the Central Warehousing Corporation (CWC) for 
the years 2010-11 to 2013*14 


Reply received from-KPT 

i Since this department has not been provided "with 
/ any supporting documents as evidence in support 
r the fi 9Mre* Included in their proposal which has 
been submitted 49 TAMP it would be difficult to 
give specific comments on the reasonableness of 
the traffic projections made by CWC ter the years 
2010*11 to 2013-14 However, based on the 
received by gs, the following remarks are 

given 

'A$*umpttens made and 
WO Methodology adopted' for arriving at the 
*nr the dbanclal yieer* 2008-09 & 2009-10, 
If/ff WhWhpul %«ret likely to be handled 
by CWC for 20mi till 2013-M cannot be 
ascertained, since die figures for 2010-11 till 
2013*14 are based pn th* fibres for 2009-10 

00 There appears to be a discrepancy in the 
figure reported for the abofe* mentioned penod of 
4 years (>e 2910-11 to 2013-14) in the CWC*S 
proposal sent 0 TAMP and those furnished to the 
Traffic department Of Kandla port Trust The 
figures reported In the proposal at page 13 under 
the head Traific 0n TEUs)' indicates figures of 
4$4$p, 46600/ 84600 & 61700 TEUs for the 
respective years starting from 2010-11 till 2013- 
14 However, another set of figures that have 
been cp/pmvhipated to this department by M/s 1 
J2WC, Navy Kandla are as fellows 20845 2372ft 
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^26396 & 26674 TEU (all ‘Loaded’ figures) for each 
of the successive years starting from 2010-11 till 
2613-14. Moreover, whether the figures submitted 
it) fhe. proposal at page 13 (mentioned above) are 
.loaded TEU or Total TEU (which includes 
empties) Is unclear All this is adding up to the 
confusion, as to what set of figures are finally to 
be considered, as CWC’s traffic projections for the 

4 successive & continuous years starting from 
2010-tl. 

(Hi) This department cannot comment / is 
unable to justify the causes for variation in figures 
submitted in the proposal by M/s. C.W.C. (to 
TAMP. New Delhi) and those communicated by 
their New Kandla office, to the Traffic department 
(Statistical section) of Kandla Port 

(lv) In the CWC’s proposal to TAMP, CWC 
have indicated 'Traffic projections (TEU / Tonnes)’ 
under 'Sr V - Royalty / Revenue share (i) Rupee 
Terms’ .Here the figures considered for working 
out the Royalty*/'Revenue share for each of the 
four successive-'y^ars starting from 2010-11 are 
lower than the traffic figures indicated (projected) 
for these years under 'Traffic (TEUs)’ head at 
page 13 of their proposal 

(ii). 

The CWC vide its letter dated 27 January 2011 
(copy inclosed) while furnishing its comments on 
the points made by the Kandla Port Trust has 
alleged that the CWC could not achieve the 
Minimum Guaranteed Throughput prescribed in 
the Licence Agreement due to reasons 
attributable to the port: 

The KPT is requested to examine and furnish its 
views and the factual position. 

CWC is misinterpreting the provisions of MOU 
CWC nave alleged that they are unable to 
accomplish the MGT dye to non-cbmpliance of 
the clause no. 3 8 1 (tl) of T & ‘m’ These clauses 
fall under the category of ‘obligations of the 
License (3.8.1)’ meaning that it is for the CWC 
themselves to comply with these clauses 

From the reading of the letter, it appears that 
CWC expects KPT to compel trade to route their 
factory stuffed containers and all import loaded 
containers through CWC-CFS. There does not 
seem to be any provision in MOU requiring KPT to 
compel all users to route all their containers 
through CWC-CFS in preference, to other CFS at 
Gandhidham. Further such a compulsion is also 
not desirable .n a competitive business 
environment. 

The CWC is required to achieve the MGT by 
canvassing business providing cost-efficient 
service, trade promotion etc Clauses XII, i(b) & 
(c) are relevant in this regard 

Further, M/s. CWC-CFS being very close to Port 
area compared to other CFSs they may try to 
capitalize on this USP by suitably improving their 
quality of service and cost effectiveness instead of 
blaming the Port Trust for the shortfall 

(iii). 

Clause 3.8.1 of the License Agreement (L A.) 
stipulates that the CWC shall guarantee a 
throughput of 36% of the impex container to be 
declared by the License Agreement. The CWC 
has computed the MGT at 36% of the impex 
loaded container. The KPT while furnishing the 

As per clause 6.1 (V) of the license agreement the 
royalty shall be-charged on the loaded containers 
which have either been stuffed or de-stuffed at 
CFS. NO Royalty shall be charged on empty 
containers. 
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<iv). 


(W 


comments vide its letter dated 20 December 2010 
has endorsed that the MGT has to be computed 
at 36% of the loaded container and computed the 
MGT accordingly on the loaded impex container in 
column 10 of Annex attached. The position now 
reported by the KPT and the CWC that the MGT 
and royalty is to be considered on the loaded 
container is not found to in not in line with the 
approach followed by the CWC while processing 
it’s the last tariff revision. Please confirm that 
computation of MGT based on loaded impex 
container is in conformity with the provisions in the 
License Agreement. 


The capacity of the CWC-CFS in the last Order 
was considered at the level of 120000 TEUs per 
annum for the years 2007-08 and 2008-09 
respectively and 140280 TEUs per annum (i.e. 
36% of the impex declared by Ihe KPT for the 
year 2009-10. As against this, the capacity 
considered by the CWC in the present proposal is 
at the level of 51600 MT per arfnum for the years 
2008-09 to 2013-14. Please furnish specific 
comments on the reasonableness of the capacity 
of the CFS assessed by the CWC for the years 
2008-09 to 2013-14 taking into consideration the 
physical facilities available and the produciivity 
levels achieved. 


Confirm whether the actual lease rentals payable 
by CWC reflected in the cost statement for the 
years 2008-09 and 2009-10 and estimates for the 
years 2010-11 to 2013-14 are in line with the L.A 
terms. 


Again since M/s.C W C. has not provided any 
support documentary evidence in support of the 
figures mentioned in this point (in the letter 
received from TAMP), it would be difficult to give 
specific comments on the reasonableness of the 
capacity of the CFS assessed by them for the 
years from 2008-09 till 2013-14. However, 
following remarks are offered. 

(i) . It is not clear what is meant by ‘The capacity 
of the CWC-CFS in the last Order', since we have 
neither been conveyed the meaning of the word 
last Order, nor has any supportive information / 
document furnished to KPT in this regard. 

(ii) Kandla Port Trust handled a traffic of 137619 
TEU during 2008-09. How M/s.C.W.C has 
considered or arrived at a figure of 140280 TEU 
(mentioned at line number 3 of point iv of TAMP’s 
letter) for 2008-09, is not clear to us. 

(iii) . Further it is unclear how the capacity of the 
CWC-CFS is considered at the level of 120000 
TEU for 2007-08 & 140280 TEU for 2008-09. 

(iv) . Since the New Kandla office of CWC has 
furnished to the Traffic department of Kandla Port 
their CFS’s capacity of 52550 TEU with a break 
up as : 51600 TEU for CFS-1 & 950 TEU for 
Scrap yard, it is unclear how they have mentioned 
their CFS’s capacity as 51600 MT in their 
proposal sent to TAMP, New Delhi 

(v) . It is also unclear whether this CFS’s capacity 
figure of 51600 MT (as indicated in their TAMP's 
proposal) is ‘Total TEU' capacity or ‘loaded TEU’ 
capacity. 


As per TAMP's approved rates the License Fees 
from 01.01.2009 is T89.40 per sq. mtrs. It may 
be noted that as per clause 5.2 (iii) of License 
Agreement” The basic License Fee shall be 
enhanced by 5% per annum (compoundable) and 
the Licensor shall have an option to refix the said 
License Fee after every five year as per 
Government Directives.” 

Moreover, the figures shown in Form-7 under the 
point (vii) of Operating Cost i.e. Actual Rent paid 
for the year 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 are 
correct. 


■7in7/IQt»O.Q 
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“ T^hearinq in this case was held on 5 May 2011 at the Kandla Port Trust 

premises- At the joint hearing. CWC, KPT and the concerned users/ organisation bodies hav 
made their submissions. 

o , A* dprided at the joint hearing, the CWC was advised to furnish its reply to our 

examination. 

The KPT was advised to furnish its comments on the updated cost statements and additional 
WormatlonTbe Mby CWC within 7 days after .he receipt of the information from CWC. 

8 2 The CWC has filed an updated proposal and has also responded t° the queries 

R/iarrh 2011 under the cover of its letter dated 21 June 2 u i 
raised by us vide our letter dated 21 M artion The KPT vide its letter dated 

and enclosed a copy to KPT for perusal an ^ , k v CWC on the queries raised by us 

26 July 2011 has fu rn'shed^s cWC*^vfd^e itsletter dated 24 August 2011 has furnished further 
with a copy endorsed to cwc - Th ® . th KpT A surn mary of the queries raised by us, 
clarifications on the few ™ d ®. V cwc Doints 0 bserved V by KPT on the clarifications 

corresponding replies furnished^ by ^ ^ ;„ P tho nnints made bv KPT is tabulated below:. _ 

furnished by CWC and further r em arks o — ->—-- Y- - rfurther clarificatiorT 

Reply furnished by Observations of KPT D f CWC on points 

Queries raised by us CWC on the reply of CWC observed by KPT 


Queries raised by us 

GENERAL ~ 

~By the time the tariff - 
review of CWC is 
concluded, the year 
2010-11 will draw to a 
close. The CWC may 
therefore update the cost 
statements with the 
actuals for the year 2010- 
11 duly tallying with the 
figures reported in the 
Annual Accounts as 
certified by its Chartered 
Accountant. A copy of 
the Annual Accounts for 
duly certified by the 
Chartered Accountant for 
the year 2010-11 may 
also be forwarded. The 
estimates for the 
subsequent years viz. 
2010-12 to 2013-14 may 
be reviewed and 
modified, if necessary, 
with reference to the 
actuals (to be furnished). 
As per the format 
prescribed by the 
Authority, the terminal 
operator is required to 
submit Annual Reports 
for the past three years 
as submitted to the 
Registrar of Companies / 
appropriate Government / 
Ministry. The CWC was 
specifically advised to 
forward Annual Accounts/ 
Report for the three year 


It is correct that the year 
2010-11 is over and the 
actual figures may be 
intimated to the TAMP. 
But it should be 
appreciated that the audit 
and finalization of 
accounts i.e. profit/loss 
account and balance 
sheet may take some 
more time i.e. 3-4 months 
and, therefore, it may not 
be possible for us to 
provide the annual 
accounts duly certified by 
the Chartered Accountant 
for the year 2010-11. The 
estimates for this year 
are, therefore, submitted 
on the basis of the 
information available 
along with the projections 
for the years 2011-12 to 
2013-2014. 

It is also to mention here 
that the CWC is 
maintaining the accounts 
not on unit basis, but on 
the regional basis and, 
therefore, the profit & loss 
account in respect of 
CFS-Kandla Port was got 
prepared and submitted 
specifically by deputing a 
Chartered Accountant 
The balance sheet/annual 
accounts report is in 


No Comments 
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2007-08 to 2009-10 in our 
letter dated 26 November 
2010. As against the 
above requirement, the 
CWC has only forwarded 
Profit and Loss Statement 
of the CWC, Kandla Unit 
duly certified by its 
Chartered Accountant 
vide its letter dated 4 
December 2010. 

I Balance Sheet and the I 
Auditor report has not 
been furnished. The 
CWC is requested to 
furnish complete Annual 
Accounts of the CWC 
along with Balance Sheet 
and the Auditors report 
for the CFS at Kandla 
Unit for each of the years 
2007-08 to 2009-1 n 
The equipment hire 
charge and lease rental 
considered in the 
consolidated cost 

statement for the years 
2008-09 and 2009-10 and 
depreciation for the year 
2008-09 do not match 
with the actuals reported 
She Statement of Profit 
and Loss Account for the 
espective years 

urnished by the CWC. 
The variation in figures 
nay please be 

econciled. _ 

i). The CWC has not J 
Jrnished the requisite at £ 
>1 No.6 of its Form — 1 j| 
lformation except stating f 
lat the current facility is 
jnning under loss. The 
WC is requested to 
irnishing the requisite 
formation at SI No.6 
nd filed an updated 

prm-1. _ 

MTie tariff guidelines of ~f 
)05 stipulate that tariff rr 
lould be linked to ei 

mchmark of the levels D 
or productivity. The th 
benchmark level of et 

productivity may be ac 

included in the Scale of ap 
Rates as a conditionality m 
governing the respective cc 
tariff items. tai 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 



SI.N.6 of Form-1 has 
been duly filled in and the 
information required is 
furnished. 


The productivity of CFS is 
monitored on the basis of 
equipment deployed. 

During last three years 
the deployment of 
equipments was 

adequate to handle 
appx.6000 TEUs per 
month. However, CFS 
could not achieve this 
targeted figure resulting 
continuous loss to the 
facility. 


No Comments 



ill —A ] 
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(1). 

Traffic: 




0). 

Clause 3.8(H) (b) of the 
License Agreement (L.A) 
stipulates that the 

licensee shall guarantee 
a throughput equivalent 
to 36% of impex trade 
container traffic handled 
by the container operator. 
As against the above 
provision in the LA,, from 
the table furnished at the 
end of Form 2A it is 
understood that the 
Minimum Guaranteed 

Throughput (MGT) is 
considered at 36% on the 
actual impex ioaded 
container of the KPT for 
the years 2008-09 and 

2009- 10 and for the years 

2010- 11 to 2013-14, the 

MGT is projected with 
10% annuai increase 
over the MGT estimated 
for the respective 

previous years. In this 
regard the following 
Doints mav be clarified: • 





(a). The KPT vide its 
ietter No 

FA/COST/1144/60 dated 
20 December 2010 
(which was forwarded to 
CWC vide our letter dated 
27 December 2010) has 
declared the total impex 
containers handled for 
the year 2008-09 and 
2009-10 at 137619 TEUs 
and 146777 TEUs 

respectively. For the 
years 2010-11 to 2013- 
14, the total impex 
container projected by 
KPT is 160000 TEUs, 
170000 TEUs. 175000 
TEUs and 192000 TEUS 
respectively. 36% of the 
total impex container 
comes to 49543 TEUS, 
52840 TEUs, 57600 
TEUs, 61200 TEUs, 
63000 TEUs and 69120 
TEUs for the years 2008- 
09 to 2013-14 

respectively. 

The Minimum 

Guaranteed Throughput 
indicated by the CWC at 

(a). The projections given 
by the KPT for the year 

2009- 10 and for the year 

2010- 11 to 2013-14 were 

not available with CWC 
and, therefore. the 

projections were given on 
our own estimates. 
However, the statement 
has been modified 

accordingly and MGT on 
the basis of projections 
made by the Port has 
been indicated in the 
revised Form-2A 

enclosed. 

(a). The traffic! 

projections of the port 
computed and revised 
after completion of the 
financial year, by 

Kandla Port Trust were 
never requested by the 
CWC-CFS at Kandla. 
Therefore CWC’s 

statement that the 
projection figures were 
not available with them 
does not seem justified. 
The comments earlier 
given by Kandla Port 
were submitted during 
Dec. 2010. However, 
after completion of 
F.V. 2010-11 the 

projected figures for 
2011-12 and 2012-13 
have been slightly 
revised looking to the 
actual traffic handled 
during 2010-11, the 
commodity mix 

anticipated and the 
trend. CWC need to 
further . modify its 

proposal, based on the 
actuai figures handled 

(a). The contention 
of KPT that traffic 
projection were not 
asked by CWC is not 
acceptable since 

traffic projection are 
to be declared by 
licensor not to be 
given on-demand. 

However, there is 
minor increase in 
traffic declared by 
KPT after closing of 
FY-2011. It shall not 
have any significant 
change, hence the 
statement submitted 
by this office during 
June-2011 may be 
considered as valid. 
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37151 TEUs, 4136S 
TEUs for the year 2008- 
09 and 2009-10 and the 
estimated MGT lal 
45500 TEUs, 50050 
TEUs, 55055 TEUS and 
60560 TEUS respectively 
for the years 2010-11 to 
2013-14 does not match 
with the MGT computed 
based on the total impex 
declared bv the KPT. 


during 2010-11, and 
revise it based on latesi 
set of projections 
indicated by Kandla 
Port for the years 2011- 
12 and 2012-13. 


(i'j 

(b). Even during the last 
tariff revision, the MGT 
was computed by the 
CWC on the total impex 
container declared by the 
KPT to the CWC and it 
was not on loaded 
containers. The position 
now reported by the CWC 
that the MGT and royalty 
is to be considered on the 
loaded container only in 
not in line with the 
approach followed by the 
CWC while processing its 
the last tariff revision. 
Please confirm that 
computation of MGT 
based on loaded impex 
container declared by the 
KPT is in conformity with 
the provisions in Ihe 
License Agreement 

(b). The MGT is to be 
computed on the total 
IMPEX container 

declared by the KPT, as 
per the terms of the 
license agreement. 

However, the royalty is to 
be paid only on the basis 
of the loaded containers 
handled. The position of 
CWC, in this regard, is 
clear in both the cases. 
The above stand is in 
total conformity with the 
license agreement with 
KPT. 

i 

(b). No comments are 
offered. 

(b). No comments are 
offered. 

j 

(c) Since the year 2010- 
1 l is almost nearing to an 
end. Ihe actual impex 
containers handled by the 
KPT in the year 2010-11 
may be obtained and the 
MGT figures in the cost 
statement may be 

updated based on the 
actuals. 

(c). The revised cost 
statement (5-A) is 

enclosed showing the 
MGT figure on the basis 
of the actual IMPEX 
containers handled by the 
KPT in the year 2010-11. 

(c). As per the 

information received by 
Kandla Port Trust, from 
CWC-CFS (CFS-1) at 
Kandla and the 

additional (Scrap) yard, 
the combined total 
IMPEX containers 

(loaded + empty) 
handled by the CWC 
during 2010-11 is 

25446 TEU. 

(c). The CFS-ll 
(Scrap yard) is not 
covered under 

license agreement, 
hence KPT’s stand to 
include figure of CFS- 
ll should not be 
entertained. The 

traffic figures of 
42.876 TEUs 

submitted by CWC 
include containers 

received and 

despatched from / to 
other sources 

besides Kandla Port 

The actual traffic reported 
for the year 2007-08 and 

2008- 09 is 72853 TEUs 

and 62855 TEUs 

respectively. For the year 

2009- 10. the actual traffic 
handled is found to have 
dropped to 48131 TEUs. 
The traffic for the years 

2010- 11 is projected to 
further reduce to 46400 

The actual traffic handled 
by the CWC has dropped 
in 2009-10 due to various 
factors, which are 

mentioned below 
(a). The new CFS’s 

has been set up by the 
private/public sectors in 
the Kandla/ Gandhidham. 
which has taken some of 
the business, which is the 

No comments are 
offered. 

The KPT has not 
furnished any 

comments i.e. our 
stand is acceptable to 
KPT. 
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TEUs and for the - 
subsequent years 2011- 
12 to 2012-13 growth of 
7%, 10% and 13% is 
projected in the traffic 
over the estimates of the 
respective previous 
years. The KPT has 
stated out that the share 
of the CWC traffic to the 
total traffic of the KPT 
shows a fall in the past 
few year. Analysis if any 
done by the CWC for 
significant reduction in 
the traffic of the CWC 
since the traffic actually 
handled in the year 2007“ 
08 and 2008-09 and the 
remedial action taken by 
the CWC in this regard 
may be explained. 


The traffic handled by the 
CWC in the past period 
2009-10 at 48131 TEUs 
and the traffic projections 
for the years 2010-11 to 
2013-14 at 46400 TEUs, 
49600 TEUs, 54600 
TEUS and 61700 TEUs 
respectively are found to 
be lower than the MGT 
assessed as per the 


main cause of fall in 
business at CWC CFS 

(b) . KPT is not 
fulfilling the obligations as 
per terms of the license 
agreement. All the factory 
stuffed containers should 
be routed through the 
CWC-CFS and in addition 
to that ali import 
containers should also be 
routed through CWC- 
CFS. However, the Port 
is showing his inability to 
implement the terms of 
the agreement. This is 
causing loss of business 
to CWC. 

(c) . The IMPEX 
container traffic at CFS- 
Kandla has not increased 
as per the expectation, as 
most of the container 
vessels are being 
diverted to Mundra and 
Pipavav Ports. The 
volume at Mundra and 
Pipavav has increased 
manifold, whereas the. 

KPT has not been able to 
achieve the figure of 
container handling for 
2007 since then. This is 
one of the major causes 
of not achieving the MGT 
figure by the CWC-CFS 
at Kandla. 

(d) . The private CFS 

operators are offering the 
huge incentive to the 
trade to attract the 
business. The margin of 
CWC in view of the 
increased cost over a 
period of time, is not 
permitting to offer any of 
the incentive to the user 

agencies. _ 

The projections for 2010- CWC net 
11 were made on the the acti 
basis of the traffic handled 
handled during the first 2010-11. 
six months. A slight 
increase in the volume of 

traffic has been projected 
, expecting the 

i improvement in the total 
throughput of IMPEX 
s containers at KPT._ 


CWC needs to consider Already complied in 
the actual containers the revised cost 
handled during F.Y. statement. 
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(iv). 


provisions in the LA on 
the total impex container 
traffic estimated by the 
KPT. The reasons for 
projecting the traffic lower 
than the MGT may be 
explained._‘ 


(a). The CWC has 
proposed new tariff item 
at SI No 8 and 9 for 
factory destuffing/ stuffing 
at CWC CFS / CY at 
KPT/ any yard at 
Gandhidham and to any 
yard at Mundra. New 
tariff is also proposed for 
movement of container 
between CFS and 
Mundra at SI. No.12. The 
Kandla Port Trust has in 
its letter has pointed out 
that these tariff items 
proposed by the CWC for 
providing service to 
loaded / empty container 
between CFS and 
Mundra is a violation of 
the License Agreement 
and amounts to serving 
Mundra Port. The 
clarification furnished by 
the CWC vide its letter 
dated 27 January 2011 in 
this regard does not 
appear to address the 
issue raised. The CWC 
is again requested to 
examine the objections of 
KPT in the light of the 
provisions in the License 
Agreement and 

conclusively establish 
that its proposal is not in 
violation to the Licence 
Agreement. 


(b). If traffic projections 
include container traffic 
with reference to new 
tariff items proposed at 
Sr. No.8, 9 and 12 then 
the same may be 
indicated separately for 
the year 2011-12 to 2013- 
14 along with the relevant 
income and expenditure 


It has been observed that 
due to increase in IMPEX 
container traffic at 
Mundra as well as 
development of empty 
container yards by the 
shipping lines, some of 
the shipping lines are 
requesting for providing 
the services to transport 
container to their 
nominated container yard 
in and around Mundra. 
Some of the factories 
situated between Kandla 
& Mundra may need the 
container and on the 
specific request of the 
shipping lines and the 
importers, the containers 
are being lifted or 
dropped at the empty 
container yard in and 
around Mundra. This 
facility is proposed to be 
included as new tariff 
items keeping in view the 
requirement of the trade. 
It is felt that this facility, in 
no way, violates the 
condition of the license 
agreement. The 

development of facility in 
and around Mundra is a 
fact, which has to be 
admitted by one and all 
and it is wrong to say that 
this amounts to serving 
the Mundra Port. It may 
be kept in view that the 
CFS operators has to 
meet the requirement of 
the trade in the best 
interest of all the 
organizations. 


The traffic/ projections 
made includes the 
container traffic with 
reference to the new 
traffic itepis also because 
it is felt that this facility 
will be availed by a very 
few number of importers / 
exporters situated 

between Kandla & 


No comments are 
offered. 


It may be clarified what 
CWC intends or means 
by the sentence The 
traffic projections made 
includes the container 
traffic with reference to 
the new traffic items 
also ....’ If CWC is 
anticipating new 

co nta i ne ri sed-ca rg oes, 


No comments are 
offered. 


No comments are 
offered. 
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projections also. 

Mundra. it Is also felt that 
this will facilitate the 
customer of the Kandla 
Port. 

the details of the same 
may please be 

furnished. 



(c). Please confirm that 
actual traffic, income and 
the expenses reported for 
past period 2007-08 to 
2009-10 as well as 2010- 
11 does not include any 
container traffic handled 
for movement between 
CFS of CWC to any yard 
at Mundra and 

Gandhidham. If so, the 
same may-be indicated 
separately for each of the 
years. 

The actual traffic income 
and expenses reported 
for the year 2007-08 to 
2010-11 doea not include 
In container traffic 

handled for movement 
between CWC : CFS to 
any yard at Mundra and 
Gandhidham, as this was 
not provided in the tariff 
and, therefore, these 
services could not be 
offered to the trade by 
CWC. 

No comments are 
offered. 

No comments are 

offered 


(d). The KPT has stated 
that the actual container 
traffic reported by CWC 
at 62855 TEUs in 2008- 
09 and 48131 TEUs in 

2009- 10 do not match 

with the actual traffic of 
39707 TEUs and 25083 
TEUs for the 

corresponding period 

reportedly received by the 
KPT from the CWC. The 
projections for the years 

2010- 11 to 2013-14 

indicated in the Annex 
attached to the KPT letter 
reportedly based on the 
information furnished by 
the CWC also do not 
match with the traffic 
projections in the cost 
statement in the current 
tariff proposal. The 

reasons for difference in 
the traffic figures may be 
explained. The actual 
position may please be 
indicated. 

The figure furnished to 
the KPT includes the 
traffic moved from KPT to 
CFS or vice-versa. 
Whereas the CFS is 
handling some of the 
containers, which are not 
going to the Kandla Port, 
but to the factory 
premises or to the other 
CFS/container yard within 
the Kandla Port area. It 
may be kept in view that 
we are having the 
movement of container in 
certain cases to the 
factory/empty container 
yard in the KPT area and 
vice-versa also. This is 
the reason of mis-match 
between the figures 
submitted to the KPT by 
the Manager-CFS and 
the figures taken by us in 
our statement. 

CWC-CFS at Kandla 
has not provided KPT 
with the month wise 
statistics of the other 
containers that CWC- 
CFS Is handling i.e. the 
containers which have 
not been handled at 
Kandla Port but are. 
going to the factory 
premises or to the other 
CFS / container yard. 
KPT will be able to give 
correct projections of 
CWC-CFS container 
traffic / offer comments 
on the same, only after 
it receives such 

information from CWC. 

The figure furnished 
to the KPT includes 
only traffic moved 
from KPT to CFS or 
vice-versa. It 

appears that KPT is 
taking the issue in 
other way. CWC 

stand was that 
difference in 

container figure was 
due to the Empty/ 
Loaded Container 

handled for F/S or 
F/D where movement 
of subject containers 
are undertaken by 
user themselves i.e. 
loading/ unloading of 
containers is treated 
as handling figure 
and shown at 

statement No.2A-ll- 
A(2) resulting 

difference in figures. 
There is no need to 
sought comments of 
KPT on this issue 

(2). 

Capacity '. 




(i). 

The designed capacity 
assessed by the CWC in 
its initial tariff fixation 
proposal (letter No.CWC- 
CD/II- 

KANDLAPORT/2004- 
05/626 E dated 

17.5.2004) was at the 
level of • 60000 TEUs, 
90000 TEUs and 120000 
TEUs per annum for the 
years 2004-05, 2005-06 
and 2006-07 respectively. 
In the last tariff Order, the 
Authority in para. 11.1. 

The capacity in respect of 
CWC centers is taken 
into metric ton basis and 
not on TEU basis as has 
been understood or taken 
by ” the TAMP. The 
capacity of the CFS-KPT 
is 51,600 metric tone and 
not 51,600 TEUs as 
mentioned. It was 

assessed that in this 
capacity in the entire 
complex of having a 
capacity 51,600 metric 
ton. CWC can handle 

CWC has mentioned 
the capacity of its 
CFS’s as 51600 MT in 
the revised proposal. 
However, since the 
entire proposal has 
taken container TEU 
into consideration, the 
capacity may be 

indicated in equivalent 
TEU terms, for giving 
further comments. 

CWC has also 

mentioned that it can 
handle upto 140000 

The capacity in 

respect of CWC 
centers is taken in 
metric ton basis (For 
calculation purpose; 
Cover Area; One MT 
= Area in SFT/6 and 
open yard: 10000 
SQM space can 
accommodate 500 

TEUs and 1TEU = 25 
MT). CFS is having 
12000 SQM covered 
godown and 24000 
SQM Open CY and 
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(xiv)(b) had raised doubt 
on the capacity assessed 
by the CWC at 51600 
TEUs. The capacity of 
the CFS in the last tariff 
Order was considered at 
the level of 120000 TEUs 
per annum for the years 
2007-08 and 2009-10 
respectively as assessed 
by the CWC in the initial 
proposal. Considering the 
investment proposed on 
civil work which was to be 
available to users in 
2009-10, the capacity for 
the year 2009-10 was 
considered at 140280 
TEUs per annum (i.e. 
36% of the impex 
declared by the KPT for 
that year). Explain the 
reasons and the basis for 
considering the capacity 
of the CWC -CFS at 
51600 TEUs per annum 
for the years 2008-09 to 
2013-14 which is lower 
than capacity considered 
in the last tariff Order. 

upto 60,000 TEUs, 
90,000 TEUs anc 

1,20,000 TEUs per 
annum depending on the 
turnover and the 

reqiflrement of the trade. 
The capacity of the CFS 
can still be taken as 
1,40,000 lac TEU per 
annum for the next three 
years, it has also been 
mentioned In the license 
agreement that in this 
entire area, CWC can 
handle 1,40,000 TEUs 
per annum. However, this 
capacity has not been 
achieved so far due to 
lack of business i.e. total 
handling at KPT. 

TEU per annum 

depending on the 
turnover and the 
requirement of the 
trade. However, based 
on the design and 
specification 
parameters of the 
CWC-CFS, its rated 
capacity (in TEU) may 
please be furnished to 
KPT, to enable us to 
give further comments. 
Further, CWC may also 
indicate the rated 
capacity of the 

additional (Scrap) yard 
that has been 

developed as a 

separate entity at a 
separate location at 
Kandla. It may also 
clarify the reasons for 
not considering / 
including the capacity 
of this additional 

(Scrap) yard in the 
initial and revised 
proposal, alongwith 

supporting evidence. 

CWC may kindly clarify 
the ‘Rated capacity’ of 
the additional (Scrap) 
yard alongwith 

supporting evidence 
and calculations. 

hence capacity 

comes to 51600 MT. 

However, equipment 
based capacity is 
already furnished to 
TAMP. It has also 
been mentioned in 
the license 

agreement that in this 
entire area. CWC 
can handled 1,40,000 
TEUs per annum. 
However, this 

capacity has not 
been achieved so far 
due to violation of 
agreement terms by 
KPT and lack of 
business i.e. total 
handling at KPT. 

CFS-II (Scrap Yard) 
is not under purview 
of agreement hence 
not considered in 
proposal. The CME, 
KPT vide letter 
No.MS/WK/1021- 
IX/431 dated 5 

January 2006 has 
clarified that CFS-II 
(Scrap Yard) does 
not comes under 
agreement. Further, 
as per article-4 of 
agreement dated 12 
February 2002 also 
provide that licensee 
shall be entitled to 
levy tariff approved 
by TAMP for the 
project facility which 
means only CFS 
Kandla (140000 SQM 
plot) is covered under 
agreement and not 
CFS-II (Scrap Yard). 

CFS-II (Scrap Yard) 
is not covered under 
the proposal, hence 
no comments. 

1 

As observed in the last 
tariff Order, the designed 
capacity has to be 
assessed for the physical 
facilities available and the 
productivity levels 

desired/ achieved. 

As per the physical 
facilities available and the 
productivity level, the 
capacity assessment as 
required is enclosed. It is 
felt that CWC is in a 
position to handle 

The assessed capacity 
of the terminal as 
admitted by M/s CWC 
themselves is 1,40,000 
TEUs while the traffic 
handling projected for 
various years from 

The CWC has 

reiterated its reply 
furnished to TAMP on 
point B 1 (ii) given 
above on this 

observation of KPT. 

It has reiterated that 




[UPTin— 


w wm : 


Keeping this in mind a 
detailed computation of 
capacity assessment may 
be furnished based on 
the equipment deployed/ 
facility provided and the 
productivity leveis 

desired/ achieved. 


1,40,000 TEUs in the 
complex. The 

computation of capacity 
of CFS Kandla Port 
based on equipment 
(reach stacker) 

deployment is given 
beiow: 


frr tw» W««cn _ 

WactUg fr jjjr _ <x Hi* 

o i pr )*Y _ 0? 

WawaHf> pm 

No or TEl»» in»» t» *00 

p«i 4*r __ 

No. of TELN m»y b* 12000 

hindod pot month 

Anouol HuidHnj Copoctty 1*4000 

ol CFS TtU« pw 

anmm 


2010-11 to 2013-14 is 
as under:- 

T nfflc •/ _f 

Y..r Capacity 

PrOj*C1»d uNlIrnHnn 
_ T£U») 

2010- 11 _428 76 28.78 

2011- 12 40600 34.44 

2012- 13 54600 37.92 

2013- 141 61700 42.85 

Thus, it can be seen 
that capacity utilization 
ranges from 30-43%. 
As such maximum 
ROCE of 15% claimed 
by M/s CWC is not as 
per the TAMP 
guidelines which 
provide fuii return of 
15% is allowable oniy 
when the capacity 
utilization is 60% and 
above. 


CFS-II (Scrap Yard) 
is not covered under 
the License 

Agreement hence 
KPT's stand to 
include CFS-II figures 
shouid not be 
entertained. 


The following points 
may be kept in view 
while going through the 
comments given by 
Kandia Port. 


(i) . CWC may also 

consider the figures for 
containers handled at 
the ’Additional (Scrap) 
Yard 1 for the entire 
proposal. Kandla Port 
has included all the 
relevant figures of this 
'Additional scrap yard’ 
like throughput etc in 
furnishing its 

comments. 

(ii) . Kandla Port Trust 
has been receiving 
container throughput 
figures with respect to 
containers handled at 
Kandla Port only, i.e. 
the inward and outward 
movement of the 
containers between 
Kandla port and CWC- 
CFC (at Kandla) only. 
KPT has not been 
provided any statistics 
with regard to container 
movement taking place 
at the CWC-CFS for 
containers that were 
not handled at Kandla 
Port i.e. movement of 
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On the other points, the KPT has not furnished any remarks 
brought out hereunder: 

-sTl “ :--—“-r 

No Queries raised by is 


containers between 
CWC-CFS and the 
factory / other 
CFS/Ports etc. Thus all 
comments against the 
relevant points from : 

Kandla Port are based 
on the throughput 
handling / movements 
taking place between 
CWC-CFS and Kandla 
Port only. _ 

Queries raised by us and the reply of CWC is 

Reply received from CWC 


Income estimation : _ ' - - --- 

The £ 0je ™ ons show 9 rowth of 6.8% in the The revised income estimations for the years 

^ 2 i°J 1 wK 10%l r 2012 - 13and13%in,he y ear 2 011-12 to 2013-14 are furnished * 

14-14. Whereas the income projections show 7% 

increase in the year 2011-12, and 2.7% increase in 
each of the subsequent years. The income 
projected for the years 2012-13 and 2013-14 does 
not correspond with the growth estimated in the 
traffic. The income estimated for the years 2012-13 
and 2013-14 may be reviewed and modified in view 
of our observation. __ 

^The CWC has not furnished detailed computation of The detailed computation of estimated' income 
"f H d W ' th referenCe t0 the traffic with reference to the traffic p“ed at the 

P f at |^ e ex,st,n9 Sca,e of Rates Please existing tariff is furnished for the'yeas 2011-12 to 

S“?^ in ?°/ ne for ' he ! anff 2013 : 14 - The computation has been done at the 


projected at the existing tariff level from each of the 
tariff items prescribed in the SOR for each of the 
years 2011-12 to 2013-14. Confirm that the revenue 
estimated is at the existing ceiling level of tariff 
prescribed by t he Authority. 

As regard the income from storage charge, indicate 
the average dwell time of cargo / containers for the 
last two years 2009-10 and 2010-11 and the dwell 
time considered for the purpose of income 
estimation. 


existing ceiling level of tariff prescribed by the 
TAMP. 


The average dwell time of container/cargo is 
furnished, and the similar period has been taken 
in computation of income estimation. The 
average dwell time furnished by CWC is with 
reference to March 2011 and is given below: 


Apart from the general increase in rate proposed, 
the CWC has also proposed introduction of some 
new tariff items. The year-wise additional revenue 
implication arising from these new tariff items may 
be quantified item-wise and furnished for all the 
years under consideration with workings. 


(a). The rates set by this Authority are ceiling levels 
only. CWC may indicate the discount over the 
ceiling rates, if any, allowed by it during the years 
2007-08 to 2010-11. The revenue impact of such 


No 0 peratlon AvoragoJJwoll 

_1_i mport contai ners delivery 8 davs 

_2_I mport cargo d elivery 4 days 

_3_ Expo rt container movement 01 day 

_ 4 Export Cargo Stuffing 05 davs 

L 5 Empty Containers Movement 03 day 

The new tariff has been proposed in respect of 
factory stuffed/factory de-stuffing of the 
containers. Similarly clause of Reworking is also 
included as per operational needs. The inclusion 
of these items is a part of any CFS operations. It 
is understood that these containers are being 
handled by the parties themselves and, therefore, 
these services will only facilitate the customers of 
CWC and will not have any major impact on the 

total income or volume of containers. _ 

The CWC has offered discount only in respect of 
ground rent in respect of empty containers with 
effect from May-2010. The rate approved by the 
TAMP was ^26.15 per TEU per day, which was 
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discounts allowed may be quantified. It may be 
confirmed that the actual income reported in the 
Annual Accounts of 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 and 
2010-11 (actuals to be furnished by CWC) are 
revenue realised at the ceiling level of tariff 
prescribed by the Authonty _ 

reduced to ?20/- per TEU per day. Free period 
was also extended from 7 days to 12 days. The 
income shown in the annual accounts is the actual 
income realized within the ceiling level of tariff 
prescribed by the TAMP. 


(b). Confirm that the revenue estimates for the 
years 2011-12 to 2013-14 are with reference to the 
existinq ceilinq rates prescribed by the Authority. 

The revenue estimate for the year 2011-12 to 
2013-14 are with reference to the existing ceiling 
rate prescribed by the TAMP. 

Bii! 

Operating cost: 


(i)- 

Royalty : 

As per the revised guidelines for tariff fixation, in 
case of bids finalised before 29 July 2003, the tariff 
computation must take into account royalty/ revenue 
share payable by the private operators to the 
landlord port as cost for tariff fixation so as to avoid 
the likely loss on account of this item not being 
taken into account, subject to maximum of the 
amount quoted by the next lowest bidder. The L.A. 
was signed by the CWC in February 2002. During 
the processing the last tariff revision, CWC had 
clarified that in the competition bidding, it was the 
only technically qualified tenderer. Since there is no 
second bid available for comparison, it had sought 
pass through of the entire royalty payable to the 
KPT on the Minimum Guaranteed Throughput 
envisaged in its proposal. In the current proposal as 
well the CWC has followed the same approach. 

Since the Government did not convey its decision in 
this regard, royalty payable was not allowed as cost 
in the last tariff revision. In the absence of any 
specific direction from the Government in this 
regard, royalty payable by CWC to KPT cannot be 
admitted as cost in the current tariff revision 
exercise. 

The CWC is required to pay the royalty to the KPT 
as per the rates prescribed in the license 
agreement. The license agreement was signed 
by the CWC in February, 2002 and, therefore, 
CWC is entitled to take the payment of royalty in 
our cost for tariff fixation in order to avoid loss on 
account of this item. The guidelines clearly 
provides that in case the bid is finalized before 
29/07/2003, tariff computation must take in to 
account royalty payable to the land lord i.e. KPT 
as per fixation of tariff. In view of above 
guidelines, it is submitted that the demand of the 
royalty to the land lord Port i.e. KPT should be 
taken into account the cost of CWC for fixation of 
tariff. 

1 

In terms of the clause 2.5.1 of the tariff guidelines 
for tariff fixation, expenditure projection should be in 
line with traffic adjusted for price fluctuation with 
respect to the current movement of Wholesale Price 
Index (WPI) for ail commodities announced by the 
Government of India. Annual escalation in the cost 
estimation wili be allowed as per the said provision 
in the tariff quidelines of March 2005. 

2.5.1: The impact of Wholesale Price Index has 
been considered. 

■ 

Market Facilitation (MF) Payments : 



(a). The MF payments indicated in the cost 
statement (in the nomenclature of equipment hire) 
for the years 2008-09 and 2009-10 does not match 
with the actual MF payments reported in the 
Statement of Profit and Loss Account. The 
difference in the fiqure may be reconciled. 

The MF payment in the enclosed statement has 
been revised and tallied with the profit & loss 
account. 


(b). Confirm that the copy of the agreement dated 
23 July 2010 forwarded by the CWC with the 
outsourcing contractor vide letter its dated 4 
December 2010 is the correct and the final copy as 
the rates seem to be hand written. If not, a 
complete final copy of the agreement awarded to 
the outsourcing contractor may please be 
forwarded. The terms of conditions of the 

aareement if any mav also be forwarded. 

The agreement dated 23/07/2010 forwarded to 
TAMP earlier is correct and final copy and the rate 
has been mentioned by the contractor in his own 
hand-writing. The terms & conditions of the 
agreement are once again enclosed. 

____ 
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(c). Confirm that the agreement entered by CWC 
with the contractor for providing handling and 
transportation service complies with the provisions 
in the Income Tax Act relating to arms length 
relationship of the transaction. 


(d). Agreement dated 23 July 2010 with the 
contractor does not show any annual escalation in 
the rate. In this context, the inclrease estimation in 
MF payment by 8.3% in Ihe year 2011-12, 10% in 
the year 2012-13 and 13% in the year 2013-14 may 
be justified. 


(e). Detailed working of the MF payments (i.e. 
equipment hire charge) co-relating it with the rates 
specified in -the outsourcing contracts/agreement 
entered by CWC for each of the items of services 
for the traffic projected for the years 2011-12 to 
2013-14 may be furnished in support of the 
estimates considered in the cost statement. 

\msm 

Insurance: 


(a). Insurance cost of ?11 lakhs indicated in the cost 
statement for the year 2008-09 is found to be 
different from the figures reported in the Profit and 
Loss statement. The reasons for the variation may 
be explained. 


(b). Furnish a copy of the relevant insurance covers 
taken during the year 2010-11 to Justify the figures 
considered in the cost statement. 


(c). Insurance cost is estimated to increase by 
^0.50 lakhs during each of the years 2011-12 to 
2012-13 over the actuals/ estimates of the 
respective previous years despite the fact that no 
additions are proposed to the gross block during 
these years. The insurance cost should in fact 
reduce since it is computed on the written down 
value of the asset. The CWC may modify the 
estimation of insurance cost in the light of our 
observation. 

(v). 

Confirm the depreciation on assets is as per the 
straight line method with life norms adopted as per 
the Companies Act or based on life norms 
prescribed in the LA, whichever is higher. 

(Vi). 

The lease rental payable as per the concession 
agreement indicated in the cost statement does not 
match with the lease rental reported in the profit and 
loss statement for the year 2008-09 and 2009-10. 
The reasons for variation in figures may be 
explained. 

(vii). 

Form 3B shows the operating and direct labour and 
repairs and maintenance cost for the year 2008-09 
and 2009-10 and estimates for the years 2010-11 to 
2013-14. However, these figures are not reflected 
in the consolidated cost statement separately. 
Relevance of operating and direct labour cost when 
all the services are outsourced by the CWC may be 


The agreement with the contractor for providing 
the handling and transportation services complies 
with the provisions of the income-tax act and 
necessary deductions under concerned section of 

income-tax act are being made. _ 

The increase in the MF payment is on the basis of 
the increase in the volume, which has been 
projected in the year 2011-12, 2012-13 and 2013- 
14. As regards escalation in the rate is concerned, 
the contractor is entitled to get the escalation on 
the basis of increase in the diesel prices as 
specified in the tender document after a period of 

two years. _ 

Detailed working of the MF charges payable on 
the basis of the projection is furnished. 


The insurance cost of *11 lakhs was considered 
in the cost statement based on the estimated 
average value. It has been now revised as per the 
figures reported in the profit & loss account. 


Copy of the insurance covers taken by the CWC 
are furnished. 

It is mentioned that CWC take the insurance cover 
on all India basis and the expenditure on this 
account shown in the statement is on the basis of 
the actual declared value of the stock in storage 

for a particular month/year. _ 

Insurance cost' in case of building etc., has not 
been reduced by the insurance company and, 
therefore, the increase has been shown keeping 
in view the past trend of increase in the insurance 
premium. 


It is confirmed that CWC charging depreciation on 
straight line method on the percentage of 
depreciation which has been fixed by our 
Corporate Office considering the life of the assets. 
The lease rentals on the basis of the actual has 
been corrected and shown in the revised 
statement. 


Repair & maintenance of building and other 
services is being undertaken by the CWC 
themselves. Only the equipments hired and the 
handling operations have been outsourced. The 
billing cost towards labour, repair and 
maintenance cost for the year 2000-09, 2009-10 
has been considered in other operative expenses 
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explained. Clarify whether these expense are 
clubbed with other items expenses as they are not 
reflected separately in the consolidated cost 
statement. 

which has been shown separately in the 
statement. 


Capital Employed: 


_AHL- 

(i). 

As stated earlier, the CWC has not furnished the 
Audited Balance Sheet for the years 2007-08 to 
2009-10 to verify the gross block, net fixed assets 
and capital employed furnished in Form 4B. The 
requisite documents may be forwarded. Please 
ensure that the gross block, additions to the gross 
block, depreciation and the net block of assets 
considered in the cost statement duly matches with 
the figures reported”in the Balance Sheet. 

The Auditor's Report and Balance Sheet is being 
submitted. The gross block, net block of the asset 
and capital employed furnished in form 48 has 
been verified. The gross block, net block of the 
assets, addition to the gross block, depreciation 
have been matched with figure reported in the 
balance sheet. (The Audited report and the 
balance sheet for the years 2007-08, 2008-09. 
2009-10 and 2010-11 stated to have been 
furnished by CWC is for the entire region and not 
for the CFS operations at Kandla Port.) 

<ii). 

Since the year 2010-11 is drawing to a close, the 
additions proposed to the gross block, depreciation 
and other related items may be modified with 
reference to the actuals. 

After audit of accounts of 2010-11, the addition of 
gross block, depreciation and other related items 
will be modified with reference to the actual. 

(iii). 

The net block of assets for the year 2009-10 does 
not exclude the depreciation reported for the year. 
The net block of assets and the capital employed for 
the year 2009-10 m ay please be verified and 
corrected with consequent modification in the 
estimates of the subsequent years. 

The net block of assets and the capital employed 
for the year 2009-10 has been corrected, as 
advised. 

<iv). 

(a). Appendix 6 of the LA gives details of the 
investment to be made in the second phase on 
various equipment /civil work when the container 
traffic reaches 5000 per month. During the last tariff 
revision, the CWC had estimated additions to the 
gross block of civil works to the tune of *9.14 crores 
as part of second phase of investment which was 
allowed in the year 2009-10 in the tariff revision 
exercise. Form 4A now showing the actual capital 
employed does nor reflect any additions to the gross 
block. The reasons for variation in the actuals from 
the estimates considered in the last tariff Order in 
respect of this item may please be explained. 

It was proposed that second phase development 
would be taken up as traffic reaches 5000 TEUs 
per month. However, this traffic level has not been 
achieved so far and, therefore, the development 
of second phase has not taken place. 


(b). The reasons for variation, if any, in the 
investment by the CWC vis-^-vis the investment 
plan envisaged in LA may please be explained. 

It was envisaged to develop the second phase as 
soon as the minimum level is achieved by the 
CWC for the first phase development. However, 
due to violation of the agreement by the KPT, the 
same could not be achieved. Therefore, the 
investment as envisaged in the license agreement 
has not been achieved. 

(v). 

(a) The estimation of Sundry debtors and. cash 
balance by the CWC for determining the working 
capital is not found to be in accordance with the 
norms prescribed in clause 2.9.9. of the guidelines. 

At CFS-KPT, most of the realization is in cash 
from the user agencies and the billing is providing 
only for empty containers to the various shipping 
lines. Therefore, creation of sundry debtors as per 
clause 2.9.9 is not applicable to the CFS-KPT. 


(b). The Authority passed an Order on 30 
September 2008 announcing refinement in the 2005 
guidelines which interalia permits outflow on certain 
items arising out of the contractual obligations of the 
LA to be taken as part of the Sundry Debtors. As 
per Article 5.2. of the LA, the CWC is required to 
pay lease rent to the KPT for the lands allotted to it 
before the end of the first month of the year to which 
such license fee pertains. As per Article 5.1. of the 
LA Royalty is payable on the 10 of the succeeding 
month Since contractual obligations of the LA are 

As per clause 5.2 of the license agreement, the 
CWC is required to pay the lease rent to the KPT 
in advance at the end of first month of the year. 
The royalty is also calculated on the basis of the 
transactions carried out in the previous year and 
paid in advance for the next year. 
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not payable in advance these items cannot be 

_ considered for computation of the working capital. 

(c). The basis of estimation of current liability for the 
years 2010^11 to 2013-14 may be explained. 

In the last tariff Order, one-time upfront fees of 
^2.80 crores and lease premium of ?39.22 lakhs 
paid to the KPT as per terms of the LA was 
apportioned over the lease period. Whilst the CWC 
has made this adjustment in the cost statement the 
unamortized portion to the extent not written o 
does not seem to be added to the capital employed 
at the end of each of the years from 2007-08 to 
2009-10 as well as for the years 2010-11 to 2013-14 

for computation of return _ 

The CWC has computed 15% return on equity and 
11 % return on the debt portion As per clause 2.9.1. 
of the tariff guidelines of 2005, both Major Port 
Trusts and Private Terminals are allowed return on 
capital employed irrespective of sources of fund. 
The return admitted for the tariff cases decided in 
the year 2010-11 is 16%. The ROCE will be 
reviewed by the Authority based on the parameters 
obtained for the year 2010-11. The computation of 
return may have to be modified in the light of the 
above observation. __ 

Comparison of Actual vis-3-vis the Estimates 
(Form 7): ____ 

In the revised form 7 filed by CWC vide letter dated 
27 January 2011, all the items of estimates viz. 
operating income, expenses, capital employed, 
ROCE, net surplus etc., for the years 2007-08 to 
2009-10 considered by the CWC are different from 
the estimates considered in the Order of 28 June 
2007. The estimates should be as considered in the 
TAMP Order. As regards the operating income, the 
estimates considered in the Order need to be 
adjusted for tariff increase allowed in the last tariff 
. _Of jer for a like to like comparison with the actuals. 
Royalty was not admitted as an item of cost while 
approving the last tariff Order for reasons explained i 
in the Order in para 11 (xi). The CWC has, however, i 
included royalty as item of cost for the past period. I 
As this exercise is for assessment of the past period < 
with reference to actuals, the approach followed in 
the last tariff Order should be maintained. In the 
light of this position, exclude the royalty payment for 
analysis of the past period maintaining the position 

con sidered during the Iasi tariff Order. _ 

As stated earlier, deprecialion, MF payment (shown 1 
as equipment hire charge), lease rentals do not c 
match with the individual expenses reported in the it 
Annual Accounts for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10. a 
Further, sum of total expenses considered in the n 
cost statement for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10 in 
Form 7 also do not match with the sum of expenses 
reported in.the Annual Accounts. Please furnish a 
reconciliation statement for the variation in the 
figures reported in the Annual Accounts vis-a-vis the 
cost statement for the years 2007-08 to 2010-11 
after updating the statement with 2010-11 actuals. 


The current liability has been created on the bests 
of lease rent and royalty payable to the KPT as 

per license agreement. __ 

The necessary correction has been made in the 
cost statement by Including the unamortized 
portion to the extent not written off to the capital 
employed at the end of each year 2007-08 to 
2013-14 for computation of return. 


The computation of return has been modified 
taken into account the ROCE @ of 16%. 


The operating income, expenses, capital 
employed ROCE and net surplus for the year 
2007-08 to 2009-10 considered by CWC base on 
the estimated income and expenditure of the 
centers. However, as pointed out the operating 
income, estimate have been shown as per the 
tariff increase allowed in the last tariff order of 28 th 
June, 2007. 


The royalty payment should be considered as 
revenue expenditure in fixation of revised tariff at 
CFS Kandla since the license agreement between 
KPT and CWC executed on 12/02/2002 whereas 
order in this regard were issued on 29/07/2003. 


The cost statement showing figures of 
depreciation and M.F. payment not match with the 
individual expenses reported in the annual 
account for the year 2007-08 to 2009-10 has been 
modified and matched with the actual. 
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(iv). 

The computation of capital employed and the return 
on capital employed at actuals for the years 2007- 
OS to 2009-10 may be considered following the 
approach followed in the last tariff Order. Please 
furnish a detailed working in this regard. 

The computation of capital employed and return of 
capital employed for the years 2007-08 to 2009 
10 has been considered following the approach 
followed in the last tariff Order. 

(V). 

The cost statement does not show the adjustment of 
the 50% of the surplus assessed for the past period 
2005-06 to 2006-07 spread over the period 2007-08 
to 2009-10. The estimates furnished in the cost 
statement in Form 7 may be modified to reflect the 
approach followed in the last tariff Order. 

The estimate furnished in the cost statement m 
(form no.7) has been modified to reflect the 
approach followed in the last tariff Order. 

(Vi). 

Prima facia the variation in the actual traffic, income 
and expenses is found to be more than +/(-) 20% for 
most of the items as against the estimates 
considered in the last tariff Order. The CWC is 
requested to furnish the reasons where the variation 
in the actuals vis-a-vis the estimates is more than 
+/(-) 20% for the past period 2007-08 to 2009-10. 

As per revised statement, there may not be 
variation in the actual traffic, income and 
expenses more than +/(-) 20% 

(7). 

Form 6 - 

Analysis of Efficiency on Productivity Improvement 
filled by the CWC states that it has achieved cost 
reduction in the previous cycle on account of 
efficiency. The CWC has not established that the 
cost reduction achieved is on account of efficiency 
as per clause 2.4.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2005. 
Clause 2.4.1. of the guideline requires a comparison 
to be made of the cost reduction achieved in the 
immediately preceding tariff cycle with that of the 
tariff cycle, which preceded it. 

CWC may quantify cost reduction, if any, achieved 
during the past period and establish that the cost 
reduction is due to efficiency improvement as per 
the relevant clause of the revised tariff guidelines 
and claim its share in the relevant estimates of 
expenditure for fixing tariff for the tariff validity 
period under consideration. 

No reply furnished by CWC. 

C. 

SCALE OF RATES 


(1). 

The CWC has forwarded a comparative position of 
the tariff prescribed in the existing Scale of Rates 
and the rates proposed. A proposal of the CWC is 
not accompanied with a complete draft Scale of 
Rates with the definitions and the general terms and 
conditions. The CWC is requested to forward draft 
proposed Scale of Rates. 

Draft of scale of rates, with general terms & 
conditions and depreciation, has been furnished. 

(2). 

On examining the comparative position of the 
existing tariff proposed vis-^-vis the proposed tariff it 
is observed that the increase proposed in the tariff 
ranges from 27% to 58% in the storage charge, and 
for the services proposed in Chapter II for cargo 
handling and transporting the increase proposed is 
in the range of 20% to 58% for most of the items. 
Whereas for SI. No.3, 4 and 13 the increase 
proposed in the existing tariff Is 90% to 185%. The 
reasons for proposing differential tariff increase for 
different services may be explained. 

It is a fact that the scale of rates in clause-3, 4 & 
13 has increased comparatively higher than the 
other items. In this regard, it is submitted that the 
Corporation is loosing heavily at this unit since 
last 2-3 years due to shrinking of margin and 
volume both. It was felt that in certain items, such 
as the clause-3, 4 & 13, the rates can be 
increased to a competitive level by increasing the 
margin of CWC. We have tried to cover the gap 
between the income and expenditure, as a whole, 
to make the unit financial viable. 

(3). 

(1). The description of the services in Chapter II has 
been modified / rationalised by the CWC for most of 
the items. Please furnish a comparative position of 
the description of service prescribed in the existing 
SOR juxtaposing the proposed description of 

No reply furnished by CWC. 
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services highlighting the changes proposed and 
explaining the reasons for proposing modification in 
the description of service for each of the items. 


(ii). The services prescribed in SI. No. 1 and 7 in the 
existing Scale of Rates prescribes time limit of 24 
hours and 12 hours respectively for completion of 
service after the receipt of job order. The reasons 
for deleting the condition about time limit for 
completion of the services in the proposed SOR for 
these items may please be explained. 



The existing Scale of Rates does not prescribe 
differential higher tariff under SI. No. 5 for scrap/ 
heavy cargo. The reasons for proposing the rate for 
providing service to scrap / heavy cargo at almost 
78% more than the rate proposed for general cargo 
may be justified with reference to increase in the 
cost involved for providing service to this category of 
cargo. 




Clause 5.4. of the tariff guidelines stipulates that the 
handling charge for 40’ container shall be 1.5 times 
the rate for 20 ' container and for storage charge it 
shall be 2 times the rate for 20’ container. The last 
tariff Order prescribed the rate for handling including 
transportation at 1.5 times the rate prescribed for 
20’ container in case of a 40’ container and two 
times in case of storage charge. The rates 
proposed by the CWC do not maintain the 
differential in the tariff of 20' and 40’ container at the 
level followed in the existing Scale of Rates. The 
CWC may maintain the differential in the rate for 20’ 
and 40’ container as per the guidelines wherever 

such differential is not followed. _ 

The CWC has proposed new tariff items under 
SI No.8, 9 and 12 which has been objected by the 
land lord port. In this regard our query raised at 

B(1)(iv)(a) above may be addressed _ 

The existing SOR prescribed rate of ?8 for 
movement / shifting of cargo from one place to any 
other place another within CFS. In the proposed 
SOR, new entry is proposed at SI. No. 15 for 
movement / shifting of cargo from one place to any 
other place within the same godown for weighment 
or any other purpose at par with the rate proposed 
for movement of cargo from one place/ godown/ CY 
to any other place/ godown/ CY within the CWC 
complex (SI. No. 16). In this context the following 
oints may be clarified: 


The CWC is completing the operations at Sr. No.1 
& 7 within the prescribed time limit of 24 and 12 
hours respectively normally. However, it has been 
felt that due to congestion and break-down of 
equipment at the Port terminal, the vehicles are 
being delayed for hours and some time, time limit 
may not be adhered to by the service provider. 
The CWC has got the similar time limits in the 
contract with the service provider and the same 
would be maintained depending on the situation 
However, keeping in view the problems within the 
Port faced during the last 2-3 years, the time limit 
has been proposed to be deleted 


The existing scale of rates was prescribed at a 
time when the CWC was not handling heavy 
metal scrap cargo on a larger scale. Of late, it has 
been observed that the cost for handling of scrap 
and heavy cargo has increased considerably as 
the labour is demanding higher rate for such a 
cargo and also the deployment of equipment is 
also causing financial burden on the sen/ice 
provider. The higher rate for such a heavy and 
dedicated items is fully justified keeping in view 
the specific requirement of the users. 

The comparative position of the description of 
services prescribed in the existing SOR with 
proposed description of services highlighting the 
changes proposed and the reasons for proposing 
the modifications has been furnished. 


In general, the tariff guidelines for keeping the 
handling charges of 40’ container to 1.5 times of 
20’ containers and the storage charges 2 time rate 
of 20’ containers has been followed. However, it 
has been observed in the recent contract awarded 
by the CWC to the service provider, in some of 
the cases, particularly the heavy cargo, the rates 
are higher than 1.5 times cf the 20’ containers. 
The rate has been proposed keeping in view the 
fact that CWC has to pay a higher amount in such 
cases. However, in principle, we may agree to 
have the handling charges for 40’ containers at 
1.5 times rates of 20’ containers as per guidelines. 


It is clarified that the cost involved for the clause- 
15 & 16 has only marginal difference of ?1/-. 
However, keeping in view the requirement and the 
fact that such incidences are very few in numbers, 
the tariff proposed for both the items has been 
kept at the same level. 












[■vjiTi m_4] vimr ^ 


L " « 

(j). Clarify whether the cost involved for movement 
of cargo within the same godown and movement of 
cargo from one godown/ place/ CY to another place/ 
godown/ CY within the CWC complex is the same to 
justify the identical rates proposed for the two 



(li). Rate proposed for manual movement of cargo 
and mechanical movement of cargo within the same 
godown is proposed at par at ?8 per quintal. Justify 
the proposed rate with the cost of providing the 
service for manual/ mechanical movement of cargo. 


(8). 

(i). Oh comparison of the rates as per the last 
outsourcing contract entered by CWC in July 2004 
and the revised contract of July 2010 for handling 
and transporting services outsourced, it is observed 
that there is ho change in the outsourcing rate for 
services at SI. No.3- Cargo delivery, SI. No. 10 - 
Empty container movement, SI. No.13- Lift on/ lift off 
and for some of the services at SI. No.15 and 16 
movement of cargo within CFS complex, SI. No. 14- 
Shifting of container for washing, SI. No. 18 
palletization the revised outsourcing rates are found 
to be lower than the earlier rates of outsourcing. 
The CWC has, however, proposed Increase in the 
rates for these tariff items in the range of 30% to 
166%. Justify the proposed increase when the main 
cost of providing the services which is outsourcing 
cost does not show anv increase 

In all these items where the increase been 
demanded at a higher rate, volumes are not very 
high. Inspite of low volume, the arrangements for 
washing of the container, palletization and 
engagement of labour for cargo delivery etc. is to 
be made by the Corporation which increases the 
cost. The CWC has to make arrangement for 
water supply for container washing if the area ear¬ 
marked for the paletization etc., provide labour for 
cargo delivery etc. though volume in this operation 
is very low. In order to recover the additional cost 
for maintaining the services, the CWC has 
considered to increase the rates. If the volume in 
this operations increase, we may offer to reduce 
the rates after some time. 


(ii) The main cost item for the CWC is the MF 
payment as the entire service is outsourced. On. 
comparing* the outsourcing rate with the rates 
proposed it is observed that the proposed rates are 
more than 100% of the outsourcing rate for most of 
the tariff items. Justify the tariff proposed for each 
of the services with reference to the cost involved 

(9). 

The CWC has proposed new tariff item under St. 
No.20 for reworking of container at ^2000 per TEU 
and ^3000 per FEU. Charge for Back to town i.e. 
loading of shut out cargo is also newly proposed at 
?8 per quintal. The basis of arriving at the proposed 
tariff item may be explained and justified with 
reference to the cost involved for providing these 
gprvicp* 5 

No reply furnished by CWC. 

(10). 

The tariff prescribed under SI. No.13 in the existing 
Scale of Rates is not found to be included in the 
proposal. The reasons for deleting this item may be 

The tariff prescribed at SI. No.13 of existing SOR 
has been proposed at SI. No.21 of proposed 
SOR. 

(11). 

Please furnish detailed computation of revenue 
estimation at the proposed rate for each of the tariff 
items as well as the new tariff items proposed by the 
CWC for the traffic projected and the additional 
revenue estimation for the years 2011-12 to 
2013-14. 

Statement showing revenue estimation of the 
proposed rate for each of the tariff item for the 
traffic projected and the additional revenue 
estimation for the year 2011-12 to 2013-14 is 
furnished. 


83 The c wc while furnishing reply to the queries raised has made a few 

modifications in the draft SOR proposed by them earlier which is summarised below: 


The rate proposed for storage of cargo for export operations on reservation basis 
proposed to be extended for storage of cargo for import operations as well. 


is 


664GI/2012—11 
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It hro added a new tariff item for storage of import cargo (in open) on volume at 
J11 per cbm/ week and ?45 per CBM / month. In the comparative position 
furnished by them about tariff at other CFS near by its operations, the rate for this 
new items is shown at ?11 per sq. mtr. / week (for storage on weekly basis) and 
?45 per sq. mtr. / month for storage on monthly basis. 


84 ™* KPT Vlde rts letter 26 July 2011 has also provided their addftona! 

l ? ter dated 2 f Au 9 ust 2011 has temished its clarifications on the additional 
tobutot^d Slow KPT A SUmmary views of KPT and clarifications furnished by CWC are 


SI. 

No. 

Additional views of KPT 

CUnifications furnished by CWC 

(')• 

In the proposal, under FORM-2A, 1(C), CWC has 
indicated traffic figures of 21452, 17110 and 12799 
loaded TEU for the years 2008-09 to 2010-11, 
which do not match with the actual handling of laden 
containers of 23208, 18235 and 13937 TEUs as 
reported by the CWC-CFS to Kandla Port Trust 
Due to changes in the figures upto 2010-11, the 
projected figures upto 2013-14 also need to be 
changed. The figures given by GWC do not seem 
to be probable in view of the present (declining) 
trend and other factors. 

The figures submitted by KPT appears to 
include the loaded traffic handled at CFS-il 
also. 

As stated earlier, the CFS-li (Scrap yard) is 
not covered under license agreement, 
hence KPT’s stand to include figure of CFS- 
li should not be entertained. 

(ii). 

Under I-ORM-2A, at ii - Container traffic figures of 
62855, 48131 and 42876 TEUs do not match with 
those furnished to Kandia Port at 41562, 26874 and 
25446. Further, based on the present (declining) 
trend, the existing infrastructure and other factors, it 
seems highly improbable that CWC-CFS would be 
able to achieve the projected throughput figures of 
49600, 54600 and 61700 TEU during the years 
2011-12 to 2013-14. 

The figures includes Laden Container 
movement between CFS and Port, empty 
movement between CFS and Port and Litt¬ 
on/ Lift off of containers at CFS for factors 
stuffing (F/S) and factors destuffing (F/D) 
operations. The projections, have been 
made including F/S and F/D also. However, 
if KPT implement aii the clauses/ articles of 
agreement, which are at present being 
violated by them, CWC expects to achieve 
the projected fiqures. 

(in). 

The MGT figures provided earlier by Kandia Port for 
2010-11, were based on some estimates. Now that 
FY 2010-11 is complete, the actual figures may be 
considered for calculating ’Minimum throughput' for 
2010-11. It is further stated that after completion of 
2010-11, the projections of containers handling at 
the Kandia Port's container terminal, have been 
revised to 1.75 lakh TEU from 1.70 lakh TEU for the 
years 2011-12, and for the year 2012-13 to 1.80 
lakh TEUs from the earlier mentioned figures of 1 75 
lakh TEU. Accordingly, CWC may also recalculate 
and furnish the revised MGT in Form-2A 

There is minor increase in traffic declared 
by KPT after closing of FY 2010-2011 and it 
shall not have any significant impact, hence 
the statement submitted by CWC in June 
2011 may be considered as valid. 

(iv). 

Under f-orm-2A, at IV — Assessed capacity of the 
terminal (MTs) has been furnished as 51600 MTs 
from 2008-09 till 2013-14. It may kindly be clarified 
whether these figures have been assessed by CWC 
or TAMP, if they have been assessed by CWC, it 
may further be clarified whether TAMP, has 
accepted this assessed capacity. The basis and the 
method of arriving at this figure of 51600 MTs may 
also be furnished. This assessed capacity in terms 
of equivalent TEU may also be furnished alongwith 
supporting calculations. This is required since in the 
case of the Port’s container Terminal operator - 
M/s.ABGKCTL, the cargo handling capacity of the 
container terminal, has been assessed by TAMP, in 
terms of container TEU. 

The capacity of 51600 MT is assessed as 
per formula (not made known to us). 
Capacity based on equipment utilisation has 
already been furnished to TAMP. 
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The basis, assumptions and the methodology 
adopted for arriving at capacity utilization figures in 
Form-2A for past and future years may be 
communicated for further comments. It may also be 
Clarified whether the capacity and the throughput at 
the ‘Additional (Scrap) yard’ at Kandla, have also 
been incorporated, in arriving at these utilisation 
figures _ 


On checking of the various figures the following 
discrepancies have been observed:- _ 


(a). There Is an error in the figures of operating 
surplus as the Other Income’ projected at *12, 
*12.50, *14, *14.50 and *15 for the years 2010-11 
to 2013-14 in Form 2B has not been considered for 
calculating the operating surpius. - 


(b). There is totaling error in working out the 
figures of Net Surplus. 


There is a wide variation in the projected traffic 
growth vis-a-vis projected operating income._ 


The CWC has crossed the throughput of 5000 TEUs 
per month in the year 2005-06 itself. Yet it has not 
projected any significant investment in the year 
2011-12 to 2013-14 on equipment/ civil work nor 
has it proposed any addition to the gross block of 
assets. The second phase is overdue for 
development arid as such the investment envisaged 
in the LA during the second phase Is required to be 
Incurred by CWC. _ 


The revenue share payable to KPT has been 
considered as a part of operating cost which was 

not allowed by TAMP in its earlier orders. _ 

66% of the total operating cost is equipment hire 
charges There is no provision in the LA that allows 
CWC to hire cargo handling equipment. In fact by 
incurring a huge expenditure on hire of cargo 
handling equipment, CWC is in fact avoiding 
incurrence of capital expenditure on cargo handling 
equipment. This is nothing but excess claiming of 
capital expenditure in the form of revenue 
expenditure. 


Since KPT is not entitled to revenue share on empty 
containers handled at CWC-CFS the charges for the 
service of transportation of containers from / to 
container yard to Mundra / nearby CFS for factory 
stuffing which is not provided for in the LA is a 
violation of the LA and until the LA is suitably 
amended and KPT is given its due share on these 

containers, the same should not be allowed. _ 

As already stated in the past, the charges for 
covered storage proposed by CWC are very high as 
compared to those charges levied by KPT. 


Capacity utilisation is simply arrived by 
dividing capacity by utilisation. There is no 
need to seek further comments of KPT in 
this regard. The CFS-II (Scrap yard) is not 
covered under license agreement hence 
KPT’s stand to include figure of CFS-II 
should not be entertained. 


The other income shown in projections is 
not operating income and is not routine in 
nature and Is nominal. As such, th$ same 
has not been considered in computation of 
operating surplus. 


The annexure is in excel form hence the 
system itself takes care of totaling, however, 
total of net surplus has been verified and 
found in order. _ 


The variations in projected income is due to 
variations in traffic projections. 


KPT is referring traffic of 2005-06, whereas 
proposal for the period 2008-09 onward and 
2008-09 onwards CFS never achieved 5000 
TEUs per month and hence does not qualify 
for llnd phase investment. However, some 
of the items such as development of one 
open yard and equipments as per llnd 
phase are already provided fulfilling criteria 
for llnd phase. 


Revenue expenditure is a part of 
expenditure and should be considered. 


KPT’s stand at this stage should not be 
considered as existing practice to outsource 
equipment/ trailers is being exercised since 
inception of CFS and TAMP have approved/ 
revised tariff two times. Further, generally 
at CFSs, the major operative cost is hiring 
of equipments only. As such, it is on higher 
side. It is not advisable to acquire such 
costly equipments and maintenance being 
Government agency. Hence, operative 
costs shown in the proposal of CWC is in- 

order. __._ 

No comments. 


KPT’s comment is far from the facts as 
CWC-CFS is running in heavy loss for past 
two years. Proposed tariff is very 
competitive as compared to other CFSs. 
There is no need to compare proposal with 
KPT’s tariff as they have owned the land 
whereas CWC is paying huge amount in the 
form license fee. rovaltv. etc. to KPT. 
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8- 5. The CWC has furnished revised cost statement. It has subsequently furnished 

updated cost statement with 2010-11 actuals which is brought out in subsequent paragraph. 

9- At the joint hearing, users were allowed 7 days time to furnish further comments, if 
any and forward their comments to TAMP with copies to CWC and KPT. The KPT and CWC were 
requested to examine the comments of users on receipt of them and furnish their response within 
7 days thereafter. The Shipping Corporation of India (SCI) and Northern India Shippers 
Association (NISA) have furnished their comments. The CWC and KPT have also responded to 
the comments of SCI and NISA. 

101 The CWC subsequently vide its letter dated 30 November 2011 has submitted 

audited Profit & Loss Account and Balance Sheet of CFS Kandla Port duly certified by the 
Chartered Accountant for the years 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-11. It has also updated 
the cost statements with 2010-11 actuals and has furnished revised cost statement. The CWC 
has clarified that there is difference in royalty amount reported in Profit & Loss (P/L) Account vis-a- 
vis statement because in P/L account royalty has been taken on actual basis whereas in the cost 
statement the royalty is on Minimum Guaranteed Throughput (MGT) basis in anticipation to comply 
relevant article of agreement between CWC and KPT. Regarding difference in lease rent amount, 
it has submitted that in the cost statement, the lease rent has been taken on payable/ paid basis in 
a particular year whereas the profit/ loss account reports lease rent paid in advance basis i.e. for 
next year. The CWC subsequently vide its letter dated 23 December 2011 intimated the actual 
containers handled by them for the year 2007-09 is 27941 TEUs. It has reiter;ited that Phase II 
investment has not been executed as their turnover is less. It has confirmed that the investments 
on phase I has been made as per the License Agreement. 

The summary of the revised cost statement filed by the CWC for the years 2010- 
11 to 2013-14 is tabulated below: 


(T in lakhs) 


Particulars 

2010-11 

Actuals 

2011-12 

Estimates 

2012-13 

Estimates 

2013-14 

Estimates 

Traffic (in TEUS) 

42876 

49600 

54600 

61700 

Income 

567.09 

639.04 

703.56 

804.74 

Operating expenditure includinq overheads 

718.67 

807.07 

871.66 

957.55 

Depreciation 

110.36 

108.41. 

108.46 

108.51 

roperating Surplus/ Deficiit 

(-)261.94 




Capital Employed 

2061.76’ 

H'HKMI 

2034.26 

1926.63 

ROCE adjusted for 80% capacity utilisation 

240.21 

■HZ&gl 

■E3E1 

300.01 

Net deficit 


■n 

■BEETXEI 


Net deficit as % of opera tinq income 

(->88.55% 

(-)91.03% 


(-)69.75% 


11- The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authoritj/. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our website ht tp://tafiffauthoritv.qov.in . 

12- With refer ence to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 
case, the following positior \ emerges: 

(i) . The Scale of Rates of Central Warehousing Corporation (CWC) was last revised 

in June 2^0 07 with validity prescribed period upto 31 March 2010. The validity of 
the exis*fing tariff of CWC has been extended a couple of times and was last 
extende d till 30 September 2011 vide Order dated 2 May 2011. 

(ii) . The CWC had revised its cost statement vide its letter dated 21 June 2011. It has 

subseojuenVJy uhder the cover of its letter dated 30 November 2011 filed revised 
cost statement updating the cost statements with actuals for the year 2010-11. 
The original proposal of the CWC along with revised cost statements furnished by 
CWC under cover of its letter dated 30 November 2011 and additional information/ 
clarific nation furnished by CWC during the processing of this case are considered 
for the * purpose of this analysis. 
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(Hi). 


Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 mandates review of the ac tual physical 
and financial performance of the Major Port Trust and private terminals at the end 
of the prescribed tariff validity period with reference to the project.cms rehed upo 
at time of fixing the prevailing tariff. During the last review of tariff of CWC, the 
estimates for L years 200?-08 to 2009-10 were relied up- As such^t 
necessary to make a comparison of the estimates for the years 2007-08 to 2009 
10 with the actuate for the said years. 

The approach followed in the last Order to arrlve at the estimated PO»j«| n ' 5 
adonted to assess the actual net surplus/ deficit for the years 2007-08 to 2009 0. 
The analysis of^performance of CWC during the years 2007-08 to 2009 - 1 0 along 
with modifications done in the cost statement filed by the CWC is explained below. 

(a) The revenue impact of 10% tariff increase granted in the last tariff Order 
(estimated at *4.7 crores for the three years) is adjusted in the income 
estimation for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10. 

(b) . The items of actual Income and expenditure as well as netted assets 

furnished by the CWC in the cost statement as well as sum of income and 
expenditure do not match with the figures reported m the 
and Loss statement and Balance Sheet. Despite request, CWC has no 
furnished a statement reconciling the net surplus/ deficit in the cost 
statement with the profit/ loss reported in the Audited ^ and Loss 
statement of the respective years. The actual figures reported i 
Audited Profit and Loss Statement are, therefore, considered to ana y 
the past performance. 

(c) The actual income reported in the Annual Accounts for each of the 
2007-08 to 2010-11 is considered except interest income reported und 
the head Miscellaneous receipts which is not considered as income in 
fixation of tariff of major port trusts/ private terminals. 

# d x The CWC has stated it has offered discount only in respect of ground rent 

(d) ofempty containers with effect from May 2010. As against the rate 
approved by the TAMP at *26.15 per TEU pur day, it has offered at a 
concessional rate of *20/- per TEU per day and also extended free P® r '° d 

' from 7 days to 12 days. Despite request, the CWC has, not furnished the 
financial revenue impact of such concession allowed by them. Without 
details of empty containers which stayed beyond free |wn°d, tho r ® v ^ nu 
impact of such concession allowed cannott be ascertained. It may, 
however, be relevant to state here that the average dwell timeof empty 
container is, reported to be 3 days by CWC; as against prescribed free 
period of 7 days in the existing Scale of Rates. Based ® ° v ,® 

position reported by CWC, it appears tha.t the concessional ta iff stated to 
have been allowed in storage charge for empty container could not ha 
resulted in any significant revenue impact. 

(e) The license agreement was signed by t.he CWC in February 2002. During 

the processing of the last tariff revision. CWC had clarified that in t 
competition bidding, it was the only te chnically qualified tenderer Since 
there is no second bid available for comparison, it had sought pass 
throuah of the entire royalty payable to the KPT on the Minimum 
Guaranteed Throughput envisaged in its proposal. In the^{™ nt prop t °J^ 
as well the CWC has included royalty payable to KPT at thattoo at 
MGT level as a pass through for the, P«* 2 007-°8 to 2010 

well in the future estimates for the years 2011-12 to 2013-14^ 

The tariff guidelines of 2005 do not cover the situation where there is 
sinqle technically qualified bidder and no other bid is availab 
comparison During the last tariff, the Government was requested to 
advice in the matter of treating revenue share/ royalty i" t £ s 
tariff fixation. The Government has not convened its decision in ths 

regard. 
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\n the absence of any specific direction from the Government about the 
treatment of royalty in instant case where no other bid .s available for 
companson the royalty payable by CWC is not allowed as pass through 
for the past period in line with the approach followed in the last tariff 
urder. The same approach is followed in the future estimates. 

If any decision -contrary to this position considered in this analysis is 

tariff nMh fr0 ^ e , Government ' this Authority shall undertake to review the 
tariff of the CWC to correctly reflect the decision of the Government. 

The CWC has clarified that the lease rental reported in the Audited 
Accounts pertains to the amount paid to the KPT in advance for the next 

IZet IZ h 6 ^ ' eaS ! rental C ° nsidered in the «* statement Is 

stated to be the amount payable by it to KPT for the relevant year as per 
the License Agreement. The KPT has also-endorsed that the lease rental 
indicated by the CWC in the cost statement for the past period is correct 

bvthp rwr furnished fhe CWC, lease rent as indicated 

by the CWC in the cost statement is considered. 

navahfat* Sf 0rder 0f July 2009 ' lhe u P fronl fee and lease premium 
L m lh as amortised over the project period at 711.40 lakhs per 

the past reriod ame aPPr ° ach ' S fo,lowed in the anal 7 sls of the actuals for 

ThC n et fi,<ed asse,s as P er Audited Annual Accounts of the respective 
lif e fa take ." eX ?! Pt the value of land iease hpld sported as part of the 
nart f nf th aSS fr I hB CWC has included lhe value of lease hold land as 
Th» net fixed assets and has also considered depreciation thereon 
The land has been leased by KPT to the CWC for 30 years project period 

cost statement 6 KPT J S Cap,ured as revenue expense in the 

cost statement Value of lease hold land is excluded from the net fixed 

also i! I i 6 h? rt6d ]?,*!? Audl,ed Balance Sheet and depreciation account is 
also suitably modified to this effect. 

fee^nH^ 6 thd laSt ! ariff 0rder ' ,he u n-amortised port,on of upfront 
computation?f return. Um * C ° nSider6d 35 P3rt ° f C3pital empl ° yed ** 

“P^ 1 A computed as per the norms prescribed in the 
guidelines. Cash balance has been calculaled at one month's cash 
operating expenses. Inventory is considered as nii as indicated by CWC 

ThP cwr b h' tV 3 H reP a rt ^ 1 the Audited Balance Sheet is considered 
Issets^mile a rnm dU ? 6d '.k® ne9at ' Ve workin 9 capital from the net fixed 
A computln 9 the capital employed. Whenever the working 
capital becomes negative, it is considered as NIL in line with the approach 
followed in similar circumstances in other cases. Thus the Capital 

feTwhIS? COmpn f Sd '° nly Net Bl00k of Assets and unamo'rtized upfront 

Stadia l2h?f* td ?3637 ' 9g lakhs ' ^643.73 lakhs. 73532 86 iakhs and 
?3424.38 lakhs for the years 2007-08 to 2010-11 respectively. 

As per the Order passed by this Authority on 30 September 2008 
prepayments of certain expenses which flow from the provisions of the 
Agreement can be considered as Sundry Debtors. The CWC has 
S l ed ? a f f s P er H c,ause 52 of toe license agreement it is required to pay 
ease rentals in advance to KPT. It has also stated that the lease rental 

the°nPvt i the A ^ dited Accounts pertain to advance payment to KPT for 
the next year. Since the said advance payments are governed bv LA 
provisions there is a case to consider such pre-payments af part of 
working capital for the purpose of allowing return. Recognising that the 
advance payment will get adjusted against the rent payable for the 
respective month and at the year end of the entire advance is adjusted lhe 
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average of the pre-payment at 50% of the lease rentals reported in the 
audited accounts in each of the years is considered as part of working 
capital. This is in tine with the approach followed in the case of Chennai 
Container Terminal Limited, South West Port Limited, etc. 

0). In the last tariff Order of July 2007, the capacity utilisation of the CFS was 
estimated to be 60%, 72% and 74% for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10 
respectively. During the last tariff revision, the capacity of the CWC was 
considered at 1,20,000 TEUs for the years 2007-08 and 2008-09 as 
indicated by the CWC in the original proposal and from the year 2009-10 it 
was considered at 1.40 lakh TEUs. Despite request, the KPT being the 
Licensor has not indicated the capacity of CWC. 

During the processing of this case, the CWC has stated that the capacity 
of CFS can be taken at 1,40,000 TEUs and even the License Agreement 
states that in the entire area, CWC can handle 1,40,000 TEUs per annum. 

The capacity utilisation for the throughput achieved works out to be 41%, 
52% and 34% for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10 and 30.63% in the year 
2010-11. The tariff guidelines of 2005 prescribe a minimum capacity 
utilisation of 60% for claiming fuil Return on Capital Employed (ROCE). 
Clause-2.9.11. of the tariff guidelines of 2005 stipulates that if the 
investment made by the private operator is in accordance with the 
obligations under the concession agreement it wili be considered for 
ROCE even if fuli capacity utilisation is not achieved. 

Appendix 6 of the LA gives details of the investment to be made in the 
second phase on various equipment/ civii work when the container traffic 
reaches 5000 per month. However, development of second phase as 
envisaged in the iicense agreement has not been made as volumes have 
not reached the threshold level. The KPT has stated that in the year 
2005-06 CWC achieved 5000 TEUs per month and hence the investment 
as per second phase is overdue. The CWC has confirmed that 5000 
TEUs per month was never achieved by them from 2008-09 onwards and 
hence it does not qualify for llnd phase investment. Despite that, the 
CWC claims that some investment on development of one open yard and 
equipment as per llnd phase are already provided by them. In view of the 
clarification furnished by the CWC regarding second phase investment 
and recognising that first phase investments are reportedly as per the 
Licence Agreement, full return of 16% is allowed on the modified capital 
employed following the provision prescribed in the tariff guidelines. 


(iv). (a). A summary of the comparison of the actuals vis-a-vis the estimates 

considered in the last tariff Order is tabulated below: 

_ in lakhs) 


Particulars 

Estimates relied upen In the July 2007 Order 

Actuals 


% 

Variation 

—^ 

2007 08 

2008-09 

2009 10 

Total fer 
the years 

2007-08 to 
2009 10 

2007-08 

2000-09 

2000.10 

Total for 
the years 

2007-08 le 
2009 10 

Traffic (In TEUs) 

72000 

864 40 

103750 

282200 

27941 


48131 

136927 



1450 68' 



CTIKi 

1001.48 

957.67 

667 04 

2648 19 


Total Eips (.ncl Dopii) 

1 260 56 

IT IT If 

1822 46 

I 

927.73 

98t 07 

817 39 

272619 


Surplus before 

190 12 

- 

204 52 

170.12 

564.78 

73 75 

23 40 

130 35 

96 00 

-114.2% 


2536 50 

2383.60 

3144.70 

2688.27® 

3637 99 

3673 73 

3532 86 

3604 86* 

34.1% 

ROCE (ffl 16% 

J05 84 

381.38 

503.15 

430.12® 

582 06 

583 0 

565 26 

576 76® 1 

34.1% 

Net Surplus after 
ROCE and 

adjustment of past 
period deficit or 
T85.46 lakhs per 
annum in the 

estimates 

-301 10 

-262 31 

-418.49 

-981.90 

-508.33 

-606.40 

-695.61 

•1810.33 



* The operating income estimates are updated-to consider the effect of 10% increase 
granted in the last tariff Order. 

® Denotes the average for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10. 
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(b) . As seen from the above table, the aggregate of actual net deficit after 

admissible cost and permissible return for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10 is 
718.10 crores as against the estimated deficit position of 79.82 crores as 
per the tariff Order of June 2007. 

As per clause 2.13. of the tariff guidelines, if review of actual physical and 
financial performance for the previous tariff cycle shows the variation of 
more than + or - 20% with reference to the actuals, then 50% of such 
accrued benefit/ loss has to be adjusted in the next tariff cycle. 

(c) . The variation in both the physical as well as the financial performance is 

seen to be more than 20%. As can be seen from the above table, the 
actual traffic handled is 47% lower compared than the estimated level. 
The CWC has stated that lower container traffic handled by the Container 
operator ABGKCTL at KPT and violation of some of the provisions of 
license agreement by the KPT has resulted in lower volume of container 
traffic at CWC. The CWC itself admits underutilization of its facilities. 
Recognising the under utilisation of the capacity of the CFS facilities and 
also bearing in mind that last tariff Order did not cover the full deficit 
position reflected by the cost statement while granting tariff revision, it is 
not found necessary to compensate for past losses suffered for the years 
2007-08 to 2009-10. Even the CWC has not claimed to adjust the past 
period loss over the future tariff. 

(v) . The validity of the existing Scale of Rates of CWC has been extended beyond 31 

March 2010, subject to the condition that the surplus over and above the 
admissible cost and permissible return accruing to CWC for the period after 1 April 
2010 will be set-off fully, in the tariff to be fixed for the next cycle. The cost 
statement for the year 2010-11 is prepared following the same approach 
explained in the preceding paragraph for the period 2007-08 to 2009-10. Since 
the year 2011-12 will draw to a close by the time this Order is implemented, the 
cost position reflected based on the estimates furnished by the CWC which is 
analysed subsequently is also considered as part of the past period subject to 
review of actuals during the next tariff revision exercise If the variation is found to 
be more than the level prescribed in the revised tariff guidelines, it shall be 
adjusted in the next tariff validity cycle. 

The modified cost statement reveals a deficit of 7758.61 lakhs for the year 2010- 
11 and for the year 2011-12 the estimated deficit is ^690.06 lakhs over and above 
the admissible cost and permissible return. Since the activity shows a loss for the 
years 2009-10 and 2010-11 (estimates) and for the reasons explained in the 
preceding paragraph no adjustment is required to be done in the future estimates. 

(vi) . (a). The actual traffic handled by CWC during the year 2010-11 is reported to 

be 42876 TEUs. As against this, the traffic projected by the CWC 49600 
TEUs in the year 2011-12, 54600 TEUs in the year 2012-13 and 61700 
TEUs in the year 2013-14. There seems to be some arithmetical error in 
conversion of FEUs into TEUs in the income calculation sheet furnished 
separately. Based on the detailed income computation furnished by 
CWC, the throughput projection comes to 49620 TEUs in the year 2011- 
12, 54625 TEUs in the year 2012-13 and 63705 TEUs in 2013-14. The 
corrected position is considered in the cost statement. 

(b). The KPT has projected the container throughput for the years 2011-12 to 
2013-14 at 1,70,000 TEUs, 1,75,000 TEUs and 1.92,000 TEUs 
respectively. The container traffic considered in the recent tariff revision 
case of the Container terminal operator ABGKCTL operating at KPT is 
176267 TEUs, 193894 TEUs and 213283 TEUs for the corresponding 
years. As per the LA, the MGT at 36% of the throughput works out to 
63456 TEUs, 69834 TEUs and 76781 TEUs for the years 2011-12 to 




664 Gl/2012—12 


[*TFT III—4] 


^1 THTR : 3TOI^TTr»t 


89 


2013-14 respectively. The traffic estimated by the CWC is found to be 
significantly lower than the MGT based on the traffic projection relied upon 
in the case of ABGKCTL. 

(c). The KPT has maintained that based on the present (declining) trend, the 
existing infrastructure and other factors, it seems highly improbable that 
CWC-CFS would be able to achieve the projected throughput figures of 
49600, 54600 and 61700 TEU during the years 2011-12 to 2013-14. 

The CWC has repeatedly alleged that due to violation of the License 
Agreement by the KPT and also due to lower traffic at the Container 
terminal operator by ABGKCTL at KPT, the CWC could not achieve the 
traffic at the MGT level of traffic. The KPT has maintained that no 
provision in MOU requires KPT to compel all users to route all their 
containers through CWC-CFS in preference to other CFS at Gandhidham. 
It is for the CWC to achieve the MGT by canvassing business, providing 
cost-efficient service, trade promotion etc. 

It is not for this Authority to dwell upon these issues of disagreements 
between the CWC and the KPT. The KPT and the CWC may examine the 
points of disagreement and resolve the matter amicably or by taking the 
remedial measures available in the Licence Agreement. 

The CWC has contended that inspite of odds brought out by them, it will 
intensify efforts to achieve the projected traffic. That being so, the traffic as 
estimated by the CWC is considered. The traffic projections estimated by 
the CWC subject to correction of calculation/ reporting error shows growth 
of 15%, 10% and 16% for the years 2011-12 to 2013-14 over the actuals/ 
estimates of the respective previous years. 

The KPT has stated that the traffic figures given to them by CWC include 
the traffic of the additional scrap yard referred as CFS-II developed at 
Kandla. The KPT'pointed out that the capacity and traffic of the CFS-II 
should also be considered in the current proposal. The CWC has clarified 
that the CFS-II (Scrap yard) is not under the purview of the license 
agreement and hence not considered in its proposal. The tariff 
arrangement followed for the CFS-II operated by CWC is not known. The 
KPT has not brought out the nature of arrangement under which the CWC 
is providing the service at the CFS-II. The KPT is advised to examine the 
whole matter and initiate appropriate action for fixation of tariff, if it falls 
within the port limits. As far as this exercise is concerned, it is limited to 
the initial CWC-CFS being operated under the LA dated 12 February 
2002. 

(vii). (a). The CWC has furnished workings bf income estimation from container / 
cargo handling based on the existing level of tariff for the traffic projected. 
The income estimated by the CWC at the existing tariff level is relied upon. 

(b) . The storage Income for the years 2011-12 to 2013-14 shows 7%, 10% and 

13% increase over the actual/ estimates of the respective previous year. 
The income from the storage reported in the past period also indicates that 
this item of income does not commensurate with the traffic growth. The 
storage income as estimated by the CWC at the existing tariff is relied 
upon and considered. 

(c) . As stated earlier, the CWC has not considered some miscellaneous 

income in the past period which has been considered by us as part of the 
FMI. The past trend shows this income is in the range of ?20 to 30 lakhs 
per annum. Actual miscellaneous receipt (excluding, interest) for the year 
2010-11 is maintained for the years 2011-12 to 2013-14. 



It may be brought out here that the traffic as weH as the income estimation 
furnished by the CWC does not include any estimates for movement of 
containers between CWC-CFS and Mudra and their stuffing/ de-stuffing 
operations for which new tariff items are proposed by the CWC but are not 
approved for the reasons explained in the subsequent paragraph 


(viu). (a). Clause 2 5 t of the revised tanff guidelines requires that the expenditure 
projections of the major ports/ terminal operators should be in line with 
traffic adjusted for pnce fluctuations with reference to current movement of 
Wholesale Price Index (WPI) for alt commodities as announced by the 
Government of India. Thfei Authority has decided to allow an escalation 
factor of 6% for the expenditure projections in aH tariff cases of major ports 
and private terminals to be decided In the financial year 2011-12. 

(b). The major item of expense in CWC is equipment hire which is paid to 
contr actors fo r the services outsourced The CWC has furnished detailed 
computation of frte payments at the outsourced rate for the traffic 
projected, it has substantiated the unit rate adopted for estimating, this 
cost item with a contract copy dated 23 July 2010 entered by CWC with 
the contractor for the services outsourced. The contract shows that the 
rates are vahd for five years and, therefore. CWC has not considered any 
escalation in the unit rate of contract 


(c). The analysis of the cost statement fifed by the CWC shows that the total 
operating expenditure and the management and general overheads 
excluding equipment hire, which will vary wrth the traffic, depreciation, 
lease rental and upfront fee ammortisatkm is estimated at *343 90 lakhs 
for the year 2011-12, *358.73 lakhs and *373 70 lakhs as against actual 
expense of *343 17 lakhs in the year 2010-11 The expense estimated 
for the year 2011-12 is almost at the levet of 2010-11 and for the 
subsequent two years the increase is around 4 2% per annum which is 
well within the admissible 6% annual escalation 

(ix). The lease rentals for the years 2011-12 to 2012-13 is estimated by the CWC 
applying 5% annual escalation over the actuals/ estimates of the previous year in 
view of specific provision in the LA The KPT has endorsed the lease rent 
considered by the CWC in the cost statement for the past period It has not made 
any adverse comments on the lease rental esb mated by CWC for future The 
lease rent as estimated by CWC is taken into account 


(x). The depreciation for the years 2011-12 to 2013-14 are considered at the level 
reported in the Annual Accounts in the year 2010-11 a® the CWC has not 
proposed any additions to the gross block of assets. 


(xi) . The CWC has not estimated any additions to the gross block of assets during the 

current tariff cycle. The net fixed assets foi the years 2011-12 to 2012-13 are 
considered taking the net fixed assets reported in the Annual Accounts for the 
year 2010-11 as the base subject lo excluding the value of land lease holdfbr the 
reason explained earlier. The un-ammortised upfront fee is considered a? part of 
the capital employed for computing return as done for the past period 

(xii) . Cash balance has been calculated at one month's of modified cash expenses as 

per the norms prescribed in the guidelines- CWC has indicated the inventory as 
nil. The actual current liabilities reported for the year 2010-11 is considered for 
the years 2011 -12 to 2013-14 


T- 


■i 


The Working Capital results in a negative figure. As stated earlier, the CWC has 
reduced the net fixed assets to the extent the working capital is negative Workinq 
Capital is. however, taken as NIL. 
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(xlii) Subject to above modification, the Capital Employed for the years 2011-12 to 
2013-14 at 73315 42 lakhs, *3206 46 lakhs and 73097.50 lakhs respectively .s 
considered In this analysis 

(xlv). Based on tha capacity of the terminal assessed at 1*4 lakhs TEUs, the capacity 
utilisation of the CFS comes to 35%, 39% and 46% in the years 2011-12 to 
2013-14 

The tariff guidelines of 2005 prescribe a minimum capacity utilisation of 60% for 
claiming full Return on Capital Employed (ROCE) Clause 2 9.11. of the tariff 
guidelines of’2005 stipulates that if the investment made by the private operator is 
in accordance with the obligations under the concession agreement it will be 
considered for ROCE even if full capacity utilisation is not achieved. The 
investments made by CWC are found to be as per the Licence Agreement. 
Hence, 16% return is allowed on me modified capital employed as per theVelevant 
provision of the tariff guidelines. 

(xv). Subject to the above discussions, the cost statement filed by the CWC for the 
years 2011-12 to 2013-14 has been modified The modified cost statement is 
attached as Annex - I As stated earlier the estimates of 2011-12 subject to 
modification explained in the preceding paragraphs shows a deficit which is 
considered as part of past period analysis as the year will dose to an end by the 
time this Order comes into effect The revised tariff is, therefore, to be determined 
based on the estimates for the three years 2012-13 and 2013-14. The results 
disclosed in the cost statement at the existing tariff level is summarized below: 


(7 In lakhs) 


Particulars 

2012-13 

2013-14 

Total 

Operating Income ^ 

703 56 

804.74 

1508.30 

Net Deficit 

(-) 657 04 

(-) 605.89 

<-) 1262.94 

Net Deficit as a ; percentage of 
Operating Income 

(-) 93 39% 

(-) 75.29% 

(-) 83.73% (Avg) 


(a). As per the position reflected in the cost statement for the years 2012-13 
and 2013-14, the existing tariff need to be increased by 84% to meet the 
deficit of 71262.94 lakhs As against that the CWC in the current 
proposal has proposed to increase the existing tariff for movement of 
import laden container including lift on by 20%, movement of export laden 
container by 39%, empty container movement by 72%, destuffing by 57% 
(for general cargo), stuffing by 39%, storage charge by 30% to 58%, 
ground rent by 44% in the first slab of ground rent and thereafter by 27%, 
33% increase in reefer plugging facility, carting and lift on/!iftoff by around 
90% etc Thus percentage increase in the existing tariff proposed by the 
CWC are different for different tariff items. The CWC has clarified that 
wherever there is scope to increase the existing rates to competitive level 
for certain tariff items higher increase is proposed by them. The CWC has 
reported that the increase proposed is mainly to cover the shortfall 
between the income and expenditure, as a .whole, to make the unit 
financial viable It can be seen that for the past period from 2007-08 to 
2010-11 actuals and 2011-12 estimates, the total deficit assessed is 
73259 lakhs The past losses are not considered for adjustment in future 
tariff 

At the tariff proposed by CWC, the additional income of 710.28 crores is 
likely to be generated for the two years 2012-13 and 2013-14. Thus, even 
at the tariff proposed by CWC the deficit of 72.35 crores would remain 
uncovered. The position maintained by CWC may be perhaps in 
realisation‘Of underutilisation of its facilities. 

Clause 5.4. of the tariff guidelines stipulates that the handling charge for 
40‘ container shail be 1.5 times the rate for 20' container and for storage 
charge it shall be 2 times the rate for 20’ container. The rates prescribed 
in the existing SOR maintain the differentia! in the tariff for 20' and 40’ at 


(b). 
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1.5 times for all the items except for storage where the differential in tariff 
is prescribed at 2 times as per the guidelines. The rates proposed by the 
CWC do not maintain the stated differential tariff for 20’ and 40’ container 
for most of the items. The CWC has clarified that in the recent contract 
awarded by the CWC to the service provider, in some of the cases, 
particularly the heavy cargo, the rates are higher than 1.5 times of the 
20’ container and the differential In the rate for 20’ and 40’ is not followed. 
In principle, it agrees to have the handling charges for 40’ containers at 
15 times rates of 20’ containers as per guidelines. The proposed rates for 
40' are modified to maintain the differential in the tariff at the level 
prescribed in the existing SOR. By doing this modification, the additional 
revenue at the proposed tariff will increase marginally to *10.31 crores for 
the two years period 2012-13 and 2013-14 instead of *10 28 crores 
estimated by CWC. 


Subject to this modification, the proposed tariff is approved except those 
specifically disallowed for reasons given in the subsequent part of the 
analysis. 


The deficit in this case arises mainly because of underutilisation of the 
capacity created which is admitted by the CWC and as a matter offset the 
operator does not even envisage to reach the Minimum Guaranteed 
Throughput (MGT) prescribed in the Licence Agreement. The CWC may 
take necessary steps to improve the volumes and thereby reduce the 
uncovered deficit. 

(xvi). (a). The CWC has proposed to rationalize the description of the services in 
Chapter II for a few items. The users have not pointed out any objections 
on the modifications/ rationalisation proposed in the description of a few 
services. The few modifications proposed in description of various 
services is approved as proposed by the CWC. 

(b) . The existing Scale of Rates prescribes time limit of 24 hours and 12 hours 

respectively for completion of service after the issue of job order 
irrespective of any detention due to offloading / loading delays or traffic 
congestion for a few services which is proposed to be deleted. CWC has 
confirmed that it completes the operations within the prescribed time limit 
of 24 and 12 hours respectively normally. However, it has been felt that 
due to congestion and break-down of equipment at the Port terminal, the 
vehicles are being delayed for hours and some time, time limit may not be 
adhered to by the service provider. The CWC has got the similar time 
limits in the contract with the service provider and the same would be 
maintained depending on the situation. It, however, proposes to delete 
the time limit from the SOR. None of the users have made any objection 
to the modification suggested by the CWC. The proposed modification is 
accepted in view of the clarification furnished by the port. 

(c) . The CWC has proposed separate higher rates for handling heavy cargo/ 

metal scrap. It has explained that earlier such cargo were not handled but 
of late such cargo is being handled and the cost for handling scrap and 
heavy cargo has increased considerably as the labour is demanding 
higher rate for such a cargo and also the deployment of equipment is also 
causing financial burden on the service provider. Based on the justification 
furnished by the CWC and recognising that the contract rate awarded by 
them also show separate higher rate for handling such cargo, separate 
rates proposed for these cargo items is approved. 

wii). (a). Free period for import containers is proposed to be reduced from existing 
seven days to five days and free period for empty container is proposed to 
be reduced from ten days to seven days. The tariff guidelines allow the 
individual port / operator to propose free period. In view of this provision 
in guidelines and recognising that reduction proposed in the free period is 
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to act as a deterrent from long stay of cargo in the CFS and to encourage 
the quick clearance of the containers/ cargo, the proposed reduction In the 
free period for the two category of container is accepted as proposed by 
the port. The CWC has not quantified any increase in income on account 
of reduction in the free period. Any revenue arising on this account can 
go to meet the shortfall in the deficit not covered by the tariff proposed by 
the CWC. 

The existing SOR of CWC prescribes free period of three days on export 
container after stuffing and destuffing and 7 days free period for parking 
empty container at CFS under the ground rent and three days free for 
import LCL cargo in CWC godown in respect of containers received from 
Kandia Port at CWC CFS in the storage schedule which are not included 
m the proposed SOR. The condition stating uncleared cargo / container 
beyond 30 days wiii be shifted to disposal unit at the cost of importer/ 
CHA/ shipping lines is also not included in the proposed SOR. The CWC 
has not given any specific reasons for not retaining these existing 
conditions, in the revised SOR, the existing conditions are retained. The 
general conditions that free period shall exclude Custom's notified 
holidays and non-operating days of the CFS and that the ground rent shall 
not accrue for the period the CWC is not in a position to deliver/ shift 
containers/ cargo for reasons attributable to CWC are also retained in the 
revised Scale of Rates in line with the prescription at all other major ports 
and private terminals. The other general terms and conditions prescribed 
in the existing Scale of Rates are retained in the revised Scale of Rates 
except for updating the penal rate of interest to 16.75% being 2% above 
the prevailing Prime Lending Rate of the State Bank of India reported at 
14.75%. 

In the revised proposed SOR filed by CWC dated 21 June 2011, the 
storage charge for export operation proposed on reservation basis is 
proposed to be extended to import operations as well. The proposal of 
the CWC to extend the tariff arrangement on reservation basis applicable 
for export cargo to import cargo as well is accepted. 

The existing SOR prescribes storage charge for import operations for 
covered area. In the revised SOR filed vide its letter dated 21 June 2011, 
it has proposed separate storage charge on volume basis at ?11 per CBM 
per week or part thereof and ?45 per CBM per month. In a statement 
showing the comparative position of CFS tariff of CWC-CFS with other 
CFS operators nearby its CFS, the proposed rate is shown to apply per 
sq. mtr. per week or per month instead of per CBM. It is understood from 
the CWC that the rate has to be on sq. mtr. basis and not on cbm basis. 
Though the CWC has not explained any basis of arriving at the rate 
proposed, comparison of this new tariff item with the rate proposed for 
storage of cargo on reservation basis at ^170 per sq.mtr/ month shows 
the conversion to weekly basis comes to ?42.50 per sq mt/ week as 
against which the CWC has proposed the rate for storage of cargo on 
volume basis at ^11 per sq/ week and ^45 per sq. mtr./ month for storage 
of cargo in open area. Based on the comparison and recognising that the 
proposed rate on volume basis is for storage of cargo in open area and for 
general storage (i.e. not on reservation basis), the proposed tariff is 
approved. 

The CWC has added a note in the revised SOR stating that the import 
storage rate shall apply for Public Bonded Warehouse also. The rate 
prescribed is for storage of cargo and it may not be necessary to indicate 
any specific name assigned by CWC to the warehouse The applicable 
rate prescribed will apply commonly for storage of cargo in the CWC CFS 
complex in Kandla. 



9 \ 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in—S ec. 4] 


(xvin). The CWC has proposed new tariff items at Sr. No.8, 9 and 12 for factory 
destuffing/ stuffing at CWC-CFS/ CY and movement to port/ any yard at 
Gandhidham or Mundra and movement of laden and empty container between 
CFS and Mundra. The KPT has raised serious objections to flie proposed tariff 
items and stated that as per the LA, the transportation of containers/ cargo is 
allowed only from Container yard in the port to CFS and back and does not allow 
transportation/ movement of containers from/ to container yard inside port to 
Mundra/ nearby CFS for factory stuffing/ de-stuffing. The port has stated that the 
proposed tariff items are serious violation of the License Agreement and in fact 
amount to serving Mundra Port and hence should not be allowed. 

It is not for this Authority to interpret the provisions of the LA in this matter. The 
KPT and the CWC may examine and resolve the points of dispute between them 
as per the LA. 

It may, however, be stated here that the point relating to notification of rates for 
Trucking services offered by the Chennai Container Terminal Limited 
(CCTL) for transportation “outside the port area" has been examined in depth by 
this Authority in its Order no.TAMP/45/2007-CCTL dated 19 June 2008 wherein it 
is held that the function of transportation of goods offered by CCTL outside the 
port will not come under the scope of Section 42 of the Major Port Trusts Act and 
hence does not fall under regulatory oversight of this Authority. If the service is not 
covered under Section 42, a tariff levied may not require approval of this Authority 
under Section 48 of the MPT Act. Flowing from the decision taken the CCTL case, 
the tariff proposed by CWC for movement outside the port area does not fall under 
the ambit of this Authority and hence not approved. By way of abundant caution 
it is mentioned that the decision not to approve the said tariff item should not be 
construed as an incidental approval of this Authority to the service provided by 
CWC. The Licensing Authority i.e. the KPT must ensure that its Licencee is 
functioning within the scope of the licence granted by it. It may be noted that the 
additional revenue estimation at the proposed tariff does not consider income for 
these items. “ ' 

(xix) . The existing SOR prescribes tariff for movement / shifting of cargo from one place 

to any other place within the CFS. In the proposed SOR, new entry is proposed 
for movement / shifting of cargo from one place to any other place within the same 
godown (for weighment or for any other purpose) at par with the rate proposed for 
movement of cargo within the CWC complex. The CWC has clarified that the cost 
involved is almost the same and hence same tariff is proposed. The proposed 
tariff is extended to cover the applicable for movement within the same godown or 
different godown situated within the CWC-CFS premises. 

(xx) . The CWC has proposed new tariff item under SI. No.20 for reworking of container 

at *2000 per TEU and *3000 per FEU and *B per quintal for Back to town i.e. 
loading of shut out cargo. The tariff proposed is approved as proposed by CWC. 

(xx*)- As regards locking charges, the SOR proposed by CWC shows reduction from the 
existing rate *20.90/ TEU per day to *20 per TEU/ day. The reasons for 
proposing reduction only in this tariff item when it has sought increase in ail the 
other items in view of deficit position is not known. In the revised SOR the 
existing tariff for this item is increased by 84% to the extent of deficit reflected in 
the cost statement. In any case this is an optional service offered at the request of 
users and hence may not have significant financial impact. 

(xxii). This Authority vide Order No.TAMP/49/2007-CWC dated 9 July 2010 had 
approved charges for rendering fumigation service. The CWC has not 
incorporated the tariff from these services in the proposed SOR. The same are 
included at the level approved in the July 2010 Order. 
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(xxiil). The validity of the existing Scale of Rates of the CWC was ® :l ?*^ e , d 4 t g 

30 September 2011 The financial position for the years 2012-13 to 2013-14 is 
considered In determining the tariff of the CWC and the estimates for the year 

2011- 12 is considered as past period analysis That being so, the revised tariff 
approved is effective from 1 April 2012. The CWC is allowed to continue to levy 
the existing tanff till the implementation of the revised Scale of Rates. As already 
mentioned earlier, the cost position considered in this analysis is for two years i.e. 

2012- 13 and 2013-14 hence the validity of the revised Scale of Rates will aiso 
expire on 31 March 2014. 


13.1 !n the result, and for the reasons give above, and based on the collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the revised Scale of Rates of the CWC which is 
attached as Annex - II. 


13.2. The revised Scale of Rates wlil come into effect from 1 April 2012 and shall be in 

force till 31 March 2014 The approval accorded will automatically lapse thereafter unless 
specifically extended by this Authority. 


•jo 3 The tariff of the CWC has been fixed relying on the information furnished by the 

port and based on assumptions made as explained in the analysis If this Authority at any time 
during the prescribed tariff validity period, finds that the actual position varies substantially from the 
estimations considered or there is deviation from the assumptions accepted herein this Aut hority 
may require the CWC to file a proposal ahead of the schedule to review its tariff and to setoff ul y 
the advantage accrued on account of such variations in the revised tariff. 


134 In this regard, the CWC requested furnish a report of the actual physical and 

financial performance within 15 days of completion of each quarter of a year i.e. for the period 
ending on 30 jZ1o September,31 December and 31 March of each of the years m the same 
format In which the cost statement for the tariff proposals are filed. The report should also be 
accompanied with the reasons for variation from the estimates relied upon for fixing the tariff in 
fnrre if a variation of (+)/(-)20% is observed between the actual and the estimates for tw 
consecutive quarterly period, TAMP will call upon the concerned port trust tosubmit, the!r 
for an ahead of scheduled review, if the CWC fails to file a tariff proposal within the time limit to be 
stipulated by TAMP, this Authority will proceed suomotu rev.ew of the tariff. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT. 111/4/143/11/Exty.] 
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ANNEX -1 


COST STATEMENT OF CENTRAL WAREHOUSING CORPORATION FOR CFS OPERATIONS AT KANDLA PORT TRUST 



2010-11 


Traffic (in TOJs) . 


In Lakhs) 


2010-11 nwvino on 

Actuals 2Cl1 " 12 2012-13 2013-14 figures 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 


49800} 546001 61700 


per Audited 


42876| 49620| 54625| 63705 


I [Total Operating Income 


(i). Container Handling income 


(li). Cargo handling income 


(iii). Others (Storage) income 




297.841 345.27 [ 3S0.37| 439.82| 

72 32| 79.59| 89.85| 548.99 

20fl9$| 221.45| 243 6| 275 27 


345.27| 380.371 439.62 


79.591 89 85 


243 6 [ 275 27 


Total (i to IH)| $67 091 639.041 703.561 804.741 548.991 639.041 703.56 


Operating Costs (excluding depreciation) 


(i). Repairs ft Maintenance 


(ri). Royalty / revenue share 


(iii). Market Pacification Payment (for services 
outsourced) 


(iv). Lease Rentals 


(v). Insurance 



63 861 67.05 


11.291 11.29 


III [Depreciation 


IV | Overheads 


0) Management ft Administration overheads 


(n> General Overheads 


(m) Preliminary expenses ft Upfront Payment 
write ofl 


(ivj. Contribution of Provident fund 


Total q to v)j 404.66j 463.061 512.821 S83.74| 351.4pj 378 321 412.43| 464 92 


97.561 97.56 




T reated as 
part of 
general 
overheads 


__Total {I to v)| 314.81 


Operating Surplus / (Deficit) (I) - (U) - (III) - 
IV 



-261.941 276 441 -276.56| -261.321 -231.97| ,180 85! 165 2l\ -131.55 



VII |5urplus Before Interest and Tax (V) +(VI) | -261.94| -276.44j -276.5s| -261.32 -210.7l| -159.5s| -144.01 -110.29 


2061.761 2054.42[ 2034.26| 1926.63| 3424.38| 3315.421 3206.461 3097.50 



IX [RoCE Maximum permissible considered at 16% 
las a i jmst 15% considered bv IWC _ 


Capacity Utilization 


300.271 305.291 312.431 300.01 


I 530 471 513 031 495 60 



XII | Net Surplus / (Deficit) (VII) - (XI) 


-502.151 -581.73 | 588 991 561 331 -758.6l| -690 06| -657.04[ -605.89 


Net Surplus / (Deficit) as a % of operating I i i ■ l i i 

income (XII/I In %) I ' 89 - 55 A -91.03 /» -83.73 M -69.75% -138.18%I -187.98% -93.39% -75.29% 


XIV | Average Net Surplus / (Deficit) as a % of 
loperatina income 
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Annex -11 


CENTRAL. WAREHOUSING CORPORATION 



This Scale of Rates sets out the charges payable to the Central Warehousing C ui.on for the 
services and facilities provided at its Container Freight Station at Kandla Port Trust 

General Terms and Conditions: 

(1) . (i). the user shall pay penal interest @ 1075% on delayed payments of any charge 

under this Scale of Rates Likewise, the CWC shall pay penal interest on delayed 
refunds. 

(ii) . The delay in refunds will be counted only 20 days from the date of completion of 

services or on production of all the documents required from the users whichever 
is later. 

(iii) . The delay in payments by the users will be counted omy i0 aays after the date of 

raising the bills by the CWC This provision shall, however, not apply to the cases 
where payment is to be made before availing the services as stipulated in the 
Major Port Trusts Act and/or where payment of charges in advance is prescribed 
in this Scale of Rates. 

(2) . Th e storage charges on abandoned FCL containers/shippe r owned containers shall be 

levied upto the date of receipt of intimation of abandonment in writing or 75 days from the 
date of landing of container, whichever is earlier subject to the following conditions : 

(i) . The consignee can issue a letter of abandonment at any time 

(ii) . If the consignee chooses not to issue such letter of abandonment the container 

Agent/MLO can also issue abandonment letter subject to the condition that, 

(a) the Line shall resume custody of container along with cargo and either 
take back it or remove it from the port premises, and 

(b) . the Line shall-pay all port charges accrued on the cargo and container 

before resuming custody of the container 

(iii) . The container Agent/MLO shall observe the necessary formalities and bear the 

cost of transportation and destuffing In case of their failure to take such action 
within the stipulated period the storage charge on container shall be continued to 
be levied till such time all necessary actions are taken by the shipping lines for 
destuffing the cargo. 

(iv) . Where the container is seized/confiscated by the Custom Authorities and the 

same cannot be destuffed within the prescribed time limrt of 75 days, the storage 
charges will cease to apply from the date the Customs order release of the cargo 
subject to lines observing the necessary formalities and bearing the cost of 
transportation and destuffing. Otherwise, seized/confiseated containers should be 
removed by the Lines/consignee from the port premises to the Customs bonded 
area and in that case the storage charge shall cease to apply from the date of 
such removal. 

(3) . Users shall not be required to pay charges for delays beyond a reasonable level 

attributable to the CWC. 


664GI/2012—13 
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CHAPTER * 1 

GROUND RBJfT ANDSTORAGEjCM ARG13 


s 

M. 

6«SBr1ption o# Service 

Rate<ln f) 

f. 

import Operations 


Stooge charge (covered 


On General Basie 

- Upto 30 days 

- 31 st day onwards 

5,00 i»r4WTrperday 

7 00 pOTMTt perday 

(b) On Reservation Basis 

17000 per sq mtr per month 

2. 

Export Operations 


Storage charge (coveiwt area) 


(a) On General Basis 

5 00 per MT per day 

(b) On Reservation Basis 

170‘OQperssqnntr permonth 

3 

Volume gasis (Open) 


(a) On.Weekly Basts_ 

1 VjCKhperssqnmtf 1 pettweekr or part thereof 

(b). On Monthly Basis 

4S30€Lpeis^mrtrrjpeinmobth or part thereof 


Notes: 

(1) . First 3 days will be free for ths import JXL .cargo < in CWC.-godowns, in respect of 

containers received from&andla Fort et CWCCOFS 

(2) . 3 days free period will be allowed for stcfflng^fie^art^aogo 

(3) . White counting free days Customs notified“ho!idaysvand_CFS nan- operating days falling in 

between or succeeding the free period'Wilhrrot*be counted 

(4) . INSURANCE: 

It will be presumed that the stock being received .at the CF.S, Kandla port are adequately 
insured by the user against all possible risks dunrrg storage including interests of the 
Customs Thus in any eventuality, CWC shall not be responsible for any insurable 
claims/risks: including consequential losses Same assumption win aiso apply for export 
cargo warehouses. 

However in case the insurance cover i s requicedhy .any party against the risk of fire, 
flood, cyclone, theft, etc., the same will be.'aN*qg»d-by.tbe CWC-CFS KandJa on a written 
request, for which advaiorem charge at tbe-rafe“of~ J^Ocpaise- per ?1000/- value of the 
stocks will be levied, per week or part thereof. 

(5) Foroargo stored in open area at the request of users, .storage charges would, be 25% less 
tbarrtbe rate prescribed for covered area. 

(6) Container / Cargo remained un-cleared'beyond 30 days shall be liable for shifting to the 

drsposal unit at CFS Gandhidham at the risk and cast of the importer / CHA / Shippinq 
Lines 3 

(7) 25% extra charges, will be levied fo r hazardous cargo. 

(8) . Storage charge on cargo shall not accrue for the period when CWC is not in a position to 

deliver/shift the import/export cargo wherr requestechby the user. 
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1 . 2 . 


Gro»ndR«nt 




StrNo. 

Description of Service 

Rate percontalner perdaaMln f) 

1 

Import operations 

20' container 

40’ eqottetoer 

(A) 

Loaded Container 



(0 

1 to 5:days 

Free - including date 

Free - including date 



of arrival 

of arrival 

00 

6 to 1 SuJays 

150 00 

300 00 

m 

16 to 30 .days 

200 00 

400 00 

(lv) 

31* day onwards 

400 00 

800 00 

2 

Export .operations 



(0) 

Loaded-Container 



(•) 

1 to 3 days 

Free 

Free 

(i«) 

4 days to 15day 

150 00 

300 00 

(m) 

16 th day onvuacds 

200 00 

400 00 

3 

EmptyXontatner 

30 00 

60 00 


Notes: 

(1) All-empty importcoiataiiiierisstbakaEe stuffed.atCWC-CFS will have 10dayefree storage. 

(2) Three days freep.eriodussatiewed on export containers after stuffing and/ er seating of the 
container 

(3) . Container / Cargo reroained.un-cleared beyond 30 days shall be liable for shifting to the 

disposal unit at CFS Gandhidham at the risk and cost of the importer / CHA / Shipping 
Lines 

(4) . Five days*free-penod including date of arrival of the container in the CFS will b©-aUww»d for 

import contameFS-broughtfrom KPT 

(5) While counting free-days, Customs notified holidays and CFS non-operating days falling-ffr 
between or succeeding thetfre&penod will not be counted* 

(6) For reefer plugging:facility charges ?220Aper TEU and t330 00 per REU per 4 hours 
orpart thereof will'belevied irraddilion to ground rent 

(7) 7 days free period will be allowed.for parking of empty containers at CFS Kandla Port. 

(8) ‘Ritee-penod in case of-empty containers will commence from the date of parking of empty 
container at the .designated yard of CFS Kandla Port, irrespective of time of arrival of such 
containers 

(9) INSURANCE: 

It will be'presumedihaHhe-stock'.being received at the CFS, Kandla port afe adequately 
insured by the user, against all possible risks during storage including interests of the 
Customs Thus, in any eventuality, CWC shall not be responsible'for any insurable 
claims/risks including .consequential losses Same assumption will apply.for export easgo 
warehouses 

However, in case the insurance cover is required by any party against the risk of fire, 
flood, cyclone, theft, etc, the same will be arranged by the CWC,CFS Kandla on a 
written request, for which advatorem charges at the rate of 12 50 paise^par-f1000/- valu^ 
of the stocks will be-ievied, per week or part thereof 

MOV. 25% extra charges will be levied for hazardous cargo containers, oversized /over 
dimensional containers 

(11) Ground rent on container shall not accrue for the period when the CWC is not in a. position 
to deliver/shift import/export containers for reasons attributable to the CWC 
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CHAPTER-II 

CONTAINER/CARGO HANDLING & TRANSPORTATION CHARGE 


Si. 

No. 


A. 


( 1 ). 


Description of Operations 


(2). (a). 


(2). (b). 


Import Operations 

Import Loaded Movement + LO: Providing road vehicles at 
Container Yard, Kandla Port and taking over loaded containers 
placed by Terminaf operators on the vehicles provided by the 
contractor, after due inspection of the condition of the container, 
the lock & seals ana on completion of the required formalities, 
transporting the same to the Container Freight Station, CWC, 
Kandla Port (under custom escort wherever/ whenever required) 
l ift-off & s tacking in the CY up to (hree hiah 
De-stuffing: De-stuffing the container as per the procedure laid 

flown inuonlnricatinn nf 4kn _i _. . .. 


different operations]. 


Rate 

MU 


PER TEU 


*1350 00 


PER FEU 


*2025 00 


'- j mw,,, necessary ^wmcn may me 

transportation within the complex) for facilitating custom 
examination and stuffing the cargo back into the same container 
or any other containers after custom examination or loading the 
cargo/ container on to road vehicles and stacking the loaded/ 
empty container as the case may be in the LCY / ECY or any 
other designated area. 


(i). General cargo 


>f PER TEU 


e *1150.00 


d 


1 PER FEU 


*1725.00 


(ii). ScraD/ Heavv Carnn 



PER TEU 


*1450 00 



PER FEU 


*2175.00 

(i). General cargo 



PER TEU 


*1550.00 



PER FEU 


*2325 00 

(ii). Scrap/ Heavv Cargo 



PER TEU 


*1550.00 



PER FEU 



*2325.00 


(3). 


Cargo Delivery: Arranging Customs examination of cargo (which 
would include unpacking and re-packing of packages, providing 
suitable straps etc, or weightment, sealing wherever required on 
free of charge), and placing them in the stacks/ open yard, if 
necessary, and loading the entire consignment in to trucks/ 
vehicles provided by the importer/ CHA at the import warehouse/ 
open yard 

(i) Manual handling 


(ii). Mechanical handling 


PER QTL 


* 6.00 


PER QTL 


*8.00 
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Description of Operations 




Export Operations 

Carting: Unloading the cargo from the trucks/ vehicles provided 
by CHA/Exporter/User at CWC, CFS complex and stacking the 
same in the Export Godown/ Open Yaitf by means of suitable 
mechanical equipment or by any other appropriate means, after 
due inventonsation 

(i) Manual handling 


(n) Mechanical handling 


Examination, Stuffing & LO: Providing labour or appropriate 
equipment and arranging custom examination (which would 
include unpacking and re-packing of packages providing suitable 
straps / scales or weighment wherever / whenever required on 
free of cost) and re-stacking, if necessary, and consolidating the 
stocks / cargo, shifting of nominated empty container after 
retrieving the same from CFS container yard, placing the 
container, stuffing, locking & sealing and loading of the container 
on road vehicles 



Direct Stuffing and LO: Unloading the cargo from the vehicles 
at CFS complex and stacking the same in the yard by means of 
suitable mechanical equipment or by any other appropriate 
means, after due inventorization. Providing labour or appropriate 
equipment for customs examination (which would include 
weighment wherever/whenever required on free of cost), and 
consolidating the nominated stocks/cargo, shifting the nominated 
empty container after retrieving the same from CFS container 
- r d, Placing the container at Stuffing point, stuffing the let-export 
in to the nominated container by use of suitable 
mechanical equipment or by other means, locking and sealing 
container on completion of required formalities after following the 
prescribed procedure and lift-on/ subsequent internal movement 
of the loaded container 1o make space available for keeping the 
next container for sluffmg purpose 


Transportation of Export loaded container Providing road 
vehicles at CWC-CFS Kandla port, taking over the loaded Export 
Container and transportation of the same from CFS to CSY, 
Kandla Port (u°der custom escort wherever/ whenever required) 
and handing over the same to the port authorities, obtaining clear 
-EQUIPMENT INTERCHANGE REPORT" (ElR) & to submit the 
same to CWC-CFS authorities. ... . . ... 


PER QTL 


?6 00 


PER QTL 
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Description of Donations 

General Operations . 

Empty Container ^Movement. Providing suitable vehicles and 
arranging transportation of Empty Container after due inspection 
about condition of the container (A) from CSY* Kandta Port Trust 
to CWC-CFS Kandla Port (B)-From any other CFS / Container 
yard within a road distance of 15 fans from the CFS Kandla Port, 
to CWC-CFS Kandla Port, (Lift-orVoff inside CSY Kandla Port/ 
Other designated Yard would not be on account of contractor) lift¬ 
off^stacking up to three high in CWC-CFS, CY or vice-versa 

(i). From any yarti.upto 15 Kms 

(i*K Prom CFS-Kandla Port to CFS (vice-versa) 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


PER TEU 


*1300 00 


*1950.00 


PER TEU 


*900 00 


Inland ContainerShifttng: Shifting of empty / loaded containers 
(including lift on/ lift-off) from one location to another location 
within the CWC-Contamer Freight Station Complex at the 
designated: place including stacking t he- s am e upto three high by 
usoofappropriate'handfing equipment 

(i) Empty Containers 


*1350.00 


PERTEU 


*450. 


PERTEU 


*650 00 


NOTE: NOT APPLICABLE IF SHIFTING OF CONTAINER IS 
REQUIRED FOR RETRIEVAL OF THE CONTAINER FOR 
ONWARD MOVEMENT / ANY DELIVERY THEREOF OR FOR 
NORMAL HOUSEKEEPtNG ___ 

Lift on / Lift off: (including retrieval) of containers into 1 from 
road vehicles of parties at the Container Freight Station, CWC 
Kandla Port 


PER FEU 


*975.00 


(*)• Empty Containers 


PER TEU 


*30O:OD 


Loaded Containers 


*450,00 


*675 00 
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Description of'Operations 


Washing, dtc.: Shifting of empty containers from . any location 
within CFS complex to Washing / Cleaning7 Repair Vacd-and 
back to any location in the CWC, CFS complex as presented 
(washing and cleaning to be done by the contractor with out any 
extra remuneration) 


(12) 

Movement/shifting of cargo from one place to any other place for 
weighment or other purpose, within same godown or different 
godown situated within the CWC-CFC premises 

(13) 

Movement/ shifting of cargo from one place/ godown/ CY to any 
other place/ godown/ CY for weighment or other purpose, within 
CWC-CFS complex 

(14) 

Supply of casual labour per day per bead as prescribed 




Palletization: Providing Ihe labour for palletization of cargo 
including preparation of pallets of appropriate'size, strapping as 
per requirement (material i e ready wooden pallets, straps, nails 
or other material required for the purpose of preparatiQivof-pallets 
will be arranged by the party) 4 stacking the paliets in-the 
designated stack__ 


gagging: Providing Ji^fcour for filling up loose cargo/ bag cargo 
into the fresh bags (materials to be provided -by the party), 
'4titchmg them, weighment (wherever required) & stack the same 
3U the appropriate place 


Reworking of Container: Providing the labour and appropriate 
equipment for destuffing of the cargo from the container and 
restuffing the cargo in the same or other nominated container 
after completing the formalities as required. 


Charges for Fumigation 

(a) Fumrgation Charges with Methyl Bromide. 

(D). Fumigation Charges wuh Aluminium-Phosphide 
Note 

This will be an optional service, provided at the request of the 
relevant user __ 


Back to town i:e. Loading of Shut out cargo 


Locki rogpetasreges 



As per the rate 
prescribed in the 

Minimum Wages Act 



2Cfcontainer 40' container 


1150 00 


375 00 


2150 00 


720.00 


PER QTL 


*8 00 
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